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THE 


Truths. Theſe would have in- 


terrupted the Thread of my defign'd Diſcourſe too 


much, if they had been mingled with the ſeve- 


ral Propoſitions to which they belong. I thought” 


it proper therefore to throw them imo diſtinct 
Diſſertations, ſeveral of which I had concluded 
before that Treatiſe was made publick. 5 
I was my Deſign to have fantſh'd them all at 


| that Time ; but ſome provi denti al Occurrences 
broke off thoſe Studies, and I have been farther 
prevented by other Requeſts of my Friends, and 


my own promis'd Engagements of various Rindt, 
from reſuming that Subjeft again, till a few 
Months. ago this laſt Winter. A Man who thro 
lang Weakneſs of Body is rendered ſometimes in- 


capable of applying bi mo above fix or ſeven Hours 
| * | | in 
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PREFACE 
HILE I was writing the . 
tle Treatiſe the Chriſtian 

| Doctrine of the Trinity, the 
YES Subjet carried my Thoughts - 


a away into ſeveral occaſional 
SS Sentiments, and incidental 


| 


| 


1 The PREFACE. 
in a Week to any peculiar Study, diſtinci from his 


neceſſary Work, may be well excus'd if he is flow 
inthe Publication of any Thing upon Auch 4 Con- 


© mY troverted Dotũrine. ur IP 


7 confeſs when 1 wrote that Tittle Book, 7 bat 
no Purpoſe of engaging my ſelf in Controverſy. 
Intention was only to exhibit the plain naked 
Dodirine of the Trinity, (viz.) That the Fa- 
ther, Son, and Spirit, are repreſented in 
Scripture under three Perſonal Characters, 
and yet as having Communion in one God- 
head, without entering into any particular Modes 
Eo Expli cation, and n1ithout pretending to ſay 
neu Things on that I either by way of 
Pofition or Argument. My chief View and De- 
ſign was to eſtabliſh plain, unlearned Chriſtians 
in the Faith of that Doctrine, & thoſe ben 
ral  Evidences, which ſeemed to me ſtrong and 
CONVINCING 3 and to lay a Foundation for exten- 
five Charity, by making it appear that uo par- 
ticular Mode of Explication was plainly and 
evidently determined in the Word of God : 
And that the Scripture has made our Salvation to 
depend on thoſe Offices which theſe Divine Per- 
ſous ſuſtain, and on the Honours due to them 
according to thoſe Offices, rather than upon 'any 
deep Philoſophical Notions q their Eſſence 
and Perſonalities, any nice and exact Acquain- 
tance with their myſterious Union and Diftin- 
ction. 
I preſumed therefore, that if any Perſons who 
diibelieved the proper Deity of the Son and 
| Spi- 


The PREFACE v 
Spirit, had a Mind to fignalize themſeves by an 
Oppoſition to the common Faith, they would have 
choſen ſome Author of ſuperior Rank, who had 
entered more largely into the Merits of the Cauſe, 
and by a full and particular Explication of the 
ſcriptural Proofs thereof, had vindicated that 
Doctrine in a more complete and controverſial 
Manner. But I found my ſelf miſtaken ; for 
fome Months after my Treatiſe appear d in the 
World, there was publiſb'd a profeſs'd Anſwer to 
it, bearing this Title, A ſober Appeal to a 
urk or an Iadian concerning the plain Senſe 
of Scripture relating to the Trinity, being 
an Anſwer to Mr. 1. Watts's late Book, inti- 
tled, The Chriſtian Doctrine, &c. I have a 
very great Difinclination to handle the Saw of 
Controverſy, eſpecially in Matters ſo divine and 
ſacred ; and my imperfet# Health does by n 
Means permit me to lay out many Hours in ſuch 
Work. My Life it ſelf, i. e. All the uſeſul 


Moment. Af it, are fo ſhortened aud diminiſh'd' 
hereby, that\ them all much too few for the © 
more agreeable Part. f that Service to which” 


Chriſt has called me; and upon this Account I 
ſhall not think my ſelf obliged to enter the Liſts 
J | with any Antagoniſt whatſoever, upon Matters 
o 7 Diſpute aud Intricacy, either now or here- 
ter. 
Let fince I had promi; d ſome occaſionat 
Diſſertations on this Subject, I found it was 
much expected by the World, that I ſhould then 
take ſome Notice of this Author and his Mor, 
W V which 
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Jeems to have been awaken'd by his Zeal to for- 
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vi Jie PREFACE. 


_ which I have now done in ſeveral of the Diſ- 


courſes which I have written, and endea- 
wour'd to lay a Foundation for the Support of 
the Common Doctrine of the Trinity, by 
obviating . ſome of his moſt plauſible Objecti- 
Ons, 

And fince I never defign'd to give a large 
and particular Anſwer to the Sober Appeal, 
for the Reaſous already mentioned, I think 


it proper here to make a few general Re- 


marks on the Style and Manner of that Mi- 
ting. 

And firſt J acknowledge my Obligations to the 
Author, for the Terms of Decency and Reſpect, 


and the Language of Friendſhip with which he 


treats me, both in the Preface and in the 


greateſt Part of his Book, I receive them at 
the unmerited Civilities of a courteous Stran- 
ger And had I the Happinefs of knowing his 
Nane, perhaps 1 ſhould find juft Occafon to 


make an equal Return. But while I am per- 
mitted to learn his Character no otherwiſe but 
from his Writing, I can only treat my unknown 


Friend with all that Efteem which his Wri- 


ting deſerves. For I muſt confeſs, how ſupe- 


rior ſoever others may appear in Learning an 


Argument, yet I am not willing any Writer 
ſhould exceed me in the Practices of a Chriſtian 


Iemper. 


But I hope my Reſpondent will not take it 
il, if I mention a few Inſtances, wherein he 


get 


The PREFACE: vi 


| get bis uſual Style: As when he takes Occafion 


to pity me and all my Friends, for the Shifts 
we are put to in the Defence of our Doctrine. 
When he tells me he will not triumph over the 
Weakneſs of my Arguments, aud yet affetts 
a Triumph in ſeveral Places ; with fome other 
ſuch ſuperior Airs, which he aſſumes in the 
Courſe of the Debate. This Language carries a 
Sort of Sovereignty and Contempt in it, but adds 


neither Force nor Ornament to the Paragraph, or 


the Cauſe. " Leh uh 
Again, He ſeems td indulge the ſame in- 
ſulting Strain, when he repeats ſo often the 


words Reſiſtleſs aud Over-bearing, which J 
think I had never us d but once or. twice ar 


moſt, This repreſents me as tho” 1 had ſuppoſed 


_ almoſt every fingle Argument of mine to be over- 


bearing and reſiſtleſs; whereas in thoſe Pla- 
ces where I uſe either of theſe Words, they re- 
fer chiefly to the whole Strength of all the Argu- 
ments put together, and which, I confeſs, ſtill I 
cannot reſiſt ; and Multitudes of Chriſtians have 
confeſt the ſame. If I any where uſe ſuth 
Language on ſlighter Occaſions, I receive the 
Reproof. | ON 

He ſeems again to forget his uſual Candour, 


_ when he conſtrues my Words in his Preface, and 


his Appendix, as caſting Damnation on all 

thoſe who disbelieve the eternal Deity o 

Chriſt, by my citing the Words of the Apoſtle, 

2 Pet. ii. 1. Damnable Hereſies, denying the 

Lord that bought _ p. 249. 1 muſt confeſ, 
| & 
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vii The PREFACE. 
I do not think that Scripture particularly refers 
to thoſe that deny the Godhead of Chriſt ; 
but rather to thoſe that deny him as a holy 
Governor of his People: Or elſe it reproves 
in general all thoſe that deny Chriſt in any of 
thoſe Powers, Froperties, Offices, or Cha- 
racers, the Belief of which is made neceſ- 
ſary to Salvation. Now when the firſt Part 
of my Book is ſpent in proving the Deity of 
Chriſt and the Spirit, the ſecond Part of it 
in declaring their Perſonality, and the third or 
laſt Part in ſurveying their ſeveral Offices and 

- Relations in which they ſtand to us, and upon a 
Recapitulation I make this Conclufron , That 
there are ſuch Things as damnable Hereſies, 
when Perſons deny the Lord that bought 
them; this ſhould, with much more Juſtice, 
be referr d (as Tdefign'd it) to the Denial of all 
or any of theſe preceding Properties, Characters, 
or Offices of Chriſt, the Belief of which the 
Seripture makes neceſſary to Salvation, and not 
merely be confin'd to the fingle Doctrine of his 
"= Deity»: * Ce IL . 


Another Thing I am conſtrain d to take No- 

tice of is, that my unknown Friend the Appel- 

' lant had written with a greater Degree of ohen 
Fairneſs and Evidence, if he had attacked my 
Propofitions in the Method in which I have 
plac'd them, wherein they give mutual Light 
and Force to each other : Bu: he has choſen ra- 
ther to fangle out for his firſt Attacks ſome ſpecial 

| Be Pa- 
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The PREFACE. is 
Paragraph out of diſtant ' Places of my Bok, 
whereby he ſeems to inſinuate to the Reader the 
Weakneſs of my whole Argument; and he ſpends 
above ſixty Pages upon theſe, "till at laſt he 
himfelf confeſſes, that he thinks it high Time 
to enter upon the Arguments I have us d, 
Page 62. And even then he intrea ts Patience: 
once more for three Pages, e er he enters upon 
a regular Form of Objection, Page 65. But hows 
ever it be, I have this Advantage by it, that as 
other Circumſtances permit me not to engage in any. 
regular or continu d Controverſy, ſo I am the better 
juſtiſy d to all the World in taking Notice of what” 
this Author has objetted, in ſeveral unconetied 
Diſſertations. 

T have not much Ranks to complain' of Miſ-" 
repreſentations of my Senſe by the Appellant, 
in the Matters of Argument. One of the moſt 
remarkable Juſtances of this Kind is, when be 
ſuppoſes me, to believe a+ greater Diſtinction 
between the ſacred Three in the Godhead 
it ſelf than -my Words amount to, at Page 10, 
and other Places. For though 1 cone f. the 
Scriptural Repreſentation of Perſonal DiſtinftHions-* 
in ſome Places is pretty ſtrong, jet I baue us" 
where aſſerted three litteral and proper di- 
ſtin& Perſonalities to be internal and efſential to 
the Godhead it ſelf. In general I muſt 'own he has 
written with a Degree. of Imparti ality and Fair- 
eſs in this Reſpect beyond what is uſual in ſuch 
Comtroverfies ; and if ever he has miſtakes my 
vun I perſuade my ſelf that it was not done 

A5 5 wit d 


* The PREFACE.” * 
with Deſign, becauſe (except the Places men- 
tioned) there is a general Appearance of Juſtice 
and Candor running through his Arguments. 
Yet I cannot but take Notice of one Paſſage, 
wherein he has not done the Reverend Dr. Wa- 
terland the fame Juſtice, in a Citation, Pag. 12 
| and 153. where he twice repreſents him as de- 
1 claring, that the Do cr RINE of the Trinity 
1 | is throughly underſtood but by few in Com- 


| pariſon, whereas that learned Author had only 
aſſerted, that the ConTRoveRsrY of the Trinity 
is throughly underſtood but by few in Com- 
pariſon, which makes a great Difference in the 
# Senſe : for Multitudes of the vulgar Rank of 
if Mankind may underſtand the Doctrine of the 
i Trinity, ſufficient for their own Salvation, while 
| the learned Controverſies that relate to it are 
much unludun by them. 155 
I oun the Light 1 have received from this 
Author in the different Turn he hath given to 
ſeme few of thoſe Scriptures which 1 had brought 
| as Proofs of my Dottrine, which I muſt acknow- 
ledge carries ſuch a Degree of Probability, as to 
weaken the Force of my Arguments deriv'd from 
therce ; ſuch are John ili. 13. Zech. xi. 12, 13. 
and, perhaps, one or two more; for I would not 
willingly pervert one Text of Scripture from its 
native and ſacred Senſe, to ſupport any Article 
of my Faith. | 8 
I take this Opportunity here alſo, tigether with 
y Thanks to this Author, to acknowledge the 
ou of ſeme Other Fiiends, who + by their 
i- 
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obliging Letters have made other occaſional Excep+ 
tions to any uncautious Sentences which I had uſed 
in ſome Part f my Treatiſe ; which being writ- 
ten chiefly for private Chriſtians, had not all 
that ſtritt Accuracy in it that Controverſy re- 
qui d. But theſe Expreſſions T ſhall endeavour 
to correct in the next Edition, which my Book- 


' ſellers tell me will be quickly wanted, Sr 
' . With Regard to the Buſmeſs of Charity, 
. which I mentioned before, as well as the Mat- 


ters of Argument for the Defence of the Deity 
of our Bleſſed Saviour, I have other Diſſer- 


tations lying by me, which give ſome general 
Solutions to the chief ſcriptural Difficulties in 


this Controverſy, and make it - appear that the 
Common Doctrine of the Trinity ſtands 
firm upon the greateſt Part of thoſe Scriptiral 
Proofs by which I have endeavour'd to ſup- 
port it. And I hope it ſhall ' alſo be ſuſſici- 
eritly proved, That the ' zealous Contenders for 
this Doctrine are not always ſo deficient 
in their Charity as they are too often repre- 
ſented, 8895 
a 1 know there are ſome Things will be abjected to 
theſe Diſſertations, (viz.) babe 
Object. r. Since I have feveral more Dif- 
courſes by me already finiſhed, it will be natu- 
rally demanded, Why I have not publiſh'd 
them at once ? Why I have given the 
World at preſent only thefe Three? To 
this JI anſwer, That theſe three Eſſays enter 
wot fo far into the particular Diſtinctions be- 
FU F673 


xi The PREFACE. 
rween the Sacred Perſons, but chiefly maintain 
their Communion in the ſame Godhead I 
thought therefore it was much more proper to 
ſend theſe abroad firſt ; hoping that if my La- 
bours of this Rind find Acceptance among my 
Friends, I might then be better encouraged to 
ig publiſb the reſt in a few Months Time; in 
1 ſome of which I found my ſelf conſtrain'd to 
Wy. fpeak more largely and particularly of the Di- 
ſtinction of Perſons in the Sacred Tri- 
nity. | | 
07 But on the other Haud, if the general Do- 
Flrine of the Communion of Chriſt in the 
Deny ; or the Union of two Natures in one 
Perſon, or Divine Worſhip paid to Chriſt 
the Mediator, cannot be ſupported," our parti- 
cular Modes of explaining the Diſtinction of the 
Di kg * Perſons are all deſtroy d and render d 
uſeleſs. , - 
 OGRR. 2. IN will be cenſured as à Fault by. 
many, That I repeat the ſame Things. Truly 
the Reaſon is, becauſe theſe Eſſays were written: 
at diſtant Times: And beſides, in ſuch a Contro-- 
werſy tis neceſſary ſometimes to ſet the ſame Things 
before the preſent View of the Reader, which would. 
gave but little Force, or perhaps. be forgotten, 
i they were on imermingled with other Parts 
of the- Controverſy, and by that means were out of 
DE... | 
1 Object. 3. Some will make it a Matter of 
| Offence and Scandal, that I don't write with: 
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The PREFACE. XIii 
would do in the like Caſe. To this I anſwer, 
That fince the Studies of theſe laſt Tears I think 
I. am eſtabliſp'd afreſ in the'Belief of the Deity 
of Chriſt and the Bleſſed Spirit, and aſſured 
of it upon ſufficient Grounds, that they are One 
with the Father. in Godhead, though they 
are repreſented in Scripture as diſtinct Perſons. 
But as to the various particular Explications 
of this Doctrine, and incidental Arguments 
that attend: it, I defire to believe and to write 
with an humble Conſciouſneſs of my own Ignorance, 
and to give my Afſent but in Proportion to the 
Degrees of Light and Evidence. I am perfwaded, 
if every Man would proportion his Aſſent by the 
ſame Rule, much of our modern Aſſurance would 
be abated ; we ſhwuld have but few Dogmatiſts 


amongſt us, even in ſome important Dofrines ; 


and by this Method perhaps the moſt poſitive 
and confident * Aſertors of their own'\ Opinions 
would become the moft doubtful and modeſt of all 
Men. | 
Beſides, when I conſult the Scripture, or Hu- 

man Writers, on ſo ſublime a Subject, I don't 
come with all my Opinions fix'd and determin'd, 


ut 1 read in order to receive further Light, 


and therefore I would write at one :who may be 
miſtaken,” aud who is honeſtly ſeeking Taub. 
F know the Weakneſs of Human Underſtanding, 
and how eafily we are led into Error. I have 
often ſeen Octafion to retratt my former Senti- 
ments, and correct them by further Diſcoveries ; 

and I eſteem a modeſt and cautious. Manner 


. 


| — 
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of Speech, in_moſt of the tontroverted Points, 
to be one Excellence of a fallible Writer, and 
Retractation of an Error to be yet a ſuperior 
Attainment : And though this is made ſometimes 
a Matter of Scoff among vulgar Souls, tis always 
an Honour among the Wiſe. 

Object. 4. Some think, That I do not write 
with Indignation and Zeal enough, and that 


1 treat the Adverſaries of the Divinity of 


Chriſt with too much Gentleneſs for any 
Man who profeſſes to be a Friend to that 
Sacred Article, and a Lover of the Bleſſed 


Saviour. | | 
Tmight make ſeveral Replies to ſuch an Ob- 


jeection. As 


1. If my Bleſſed Saviour has he'd his own 


Enemies fo as to die for them, and to intreat 


them in the gentleſt Manner to be reconciled to God 


the Father by him, I perſwade my ſelf he will 


never be angry with me, if I ſhew ſo much Love 
to thoſe who diſhonour him, as to intreat them in a 
gentle Manner, after his Example, to be reconci- 
led to God their Saviour, to confeſs his ſublime 
Character, and to pay him Divine Honours. 

2. 1 would not willingly call every Man an 
Enemy to Chriſt, who lies under ſome Doubts 


of his Supreme Godhead, - My Charity inclines 


me to believe that fome of them, both read their 
Bibles carefully, and pray daily for Divine In- 


ſtructicn to lead them into all Truth : That they 


Honour and Adore that glorious Perſon whom 


they believe to be the Brightneſs of his Father's | 
oY | Glory, 


| The PREFACE. XV 
Glory, aud by whom he created the Worlds, 
who condeſcended to take a Human Body, and to 
die for Sinners; and that they truſt in him, 
and love him above all Things, befide God the 
Father though perhaps ſome culpable Prejudice 
may cleave to their Minds, whereby they are 
prevented from receiving that Light and Evi- 
dence of his Divine Nature, which, in my Opi-- 
nion, ſhines clearly in the Word of God: And 1 
cannot but hope, that ſuch humble and fincere En- 
quirers will not miſs any of the neceſſary Articles 
of Faith, 8 | a 

3. J am well aſſured that the Wiſdom 


which comes from above is firſt pure, and 


then peaceable ;. that we are required in the 
Goſpel not to call for Fire from Heaven, 
even upon ſuch Samaritans who will not receive 
Chriſt at all, but with all Meekneſs to in- 
firu thoſe that oppoſe themſelves, that 
they may be recovered ont. of any dange- 
rous Snares. - The Methods in which Divine 
Controverſy has generally been written, have 


proved fatal to Religion, and utterly improper to 


promote the Truth. When we rail we ſet our 
Oppotents a Railing too; and in ſuch -a Frame 
of Spirit we are neither fit to inſtruct others, 
nor are they fit to receive Inſtruction. The 
Wrath of Man works not the Righteouſneſs 
of God, nor the Knowledge of Chriſt. Theſe 
angry Fits of Zeal do but awaken the diſorderly 
Paſjicus of Men, and tempt them to reſiſt every 
Argument that comes arm'd with ſuch afſumed 
2 Sove- 


wi The PREFACE. 
Sovereignty aud Fire, *Tis God only who has a” 
Right and a Power to convince the Obſtinate by a 
Spirit of Burning: He may clothe an Angel in 
Flame, or inſpire à Prophet to be the Miniſter of 
his ſhining Vengeance, but I had rather be made 
a humble Meſſenger of his Light and Love, The 
Great God can ſend Conviction in the Language 
| Death and Ruin, but he does not exert this 
Power till gentler Methods have been try'd- in 
Tan. 2 | 
\ Beſides, in Conteſts and Debates among Men, 
much Darkneſs is conſiſtent with vehement Heat, 
Theſe Qualities are found in greateſt Perfection 
in the nether World ; and ſometimes on Earth the 
fierceſt Heat has the deepeſt Darkneſs attending 
it. Light it ſelf, when join'd with Noiſe and 
Fire, has not the moſt happy Influence to improve 
and refine the Mind. A flaſh of Lightning rather 
afrights than guides us: The Vice of Thunder 
carries more Terror than Inſtrufion in it : The 
Soul bars up all the Avennes of tts Underſtanding 
againſt Truth it felf, when it demands Entrance 
by fuch Human Methods of Violence. *Tis only 
the gentle Approaches of Truth, like the Morning 
Eight, which open the Windows of the Soul, and 
male it willing to receive all further Diſco- 
weries, ft EM; | 
I add in the laſt Place, That if by ſuch Me- 
thods as theſe I ſhall be ſo far honour'd of God, 
as to recover any who have departed from their 
former Principles, or eftabliſh thoſe who doubt, 1 
am well aſſured that my Bleſſed Lord will eſteem 
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it as a better Service done for himſelf, than if 1 
had guarded his ſacred Doctrines by ſcattering 
all the Terrors of Hell round about them, than 
if I had thundered out Danmation againſt Diſ- 
believers, and awakened the Rage of every Gain- 
ſayer without the leaſt Hope of Conviction. There 
was onte a great and ſtrong Wind that rent 
the Mountains, and. brake the Rocks in 
pieces, after the Wind an Earthquake, and 
after the Earthquake a Fire, but the Lord 
was not in the Fire, in the Earthquake, 
or in the Wind; then a ſtill ſmall Voice 
was heard; God was in that Voice, and viſited 
his Prophet: who was jealous for the Lord of 
Hoſts. * 3 
T conclude the Preface-with one Requeſt to my 
Readers of every kind, whether Arian or Atha- 
naſian ; and that is, that they would not make all 
their former, nor their preſent Opinions an ever 
laſting Standard of Truth, and a Teſt whereby" tb 
judge of every Thing they read: And that they 
world not ſuddenly pronounce Nonſenſe or He- 
reſy upon every Sentence that differs from their 
former Belief. 

J entreat them on one Side, That they would 
ſearch and examine honeſihj, whether it be not 
poſſible that ſuch à Sublime and Myſterious» - 

Doctrine as the Deity of Chriſt, may be true 
when ſome of the more indefenſible Appenda- 
ges of it are lopp'd off ; which Doctrine, when 
mingled with theſe Appendages, was very bard 
te be believed or defended. : And on the other 

| Hand, . 
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Hand, I defire that my Readers would conſider 
impartially, whether ſo difficult a Doctrine as this 
of the Sacred Trinity may not be better defended 
in it ſelf, and more effectually let into the Mind 
of Diſbelievers, by granting thoſe Things which 
ſeem to be the obvious Senſe of ſome Scriptures, 
and removing other Things which Scripture does 
not aſſert, and which were ſome of the chief Bars 


_ againſt their Belief of it. 


In the mean Time, while we all imploy a di- 


| An, and impartial Search after theſe ſacred 


rut hs, and are ſeeking to grow in Grace, and 


in the Knowledge of Chriſt Jeſus our Lord, let 


us with daily and importunate Requeſts implore 
the. Aſſiſtances of the Bleſſed Spirit, fince our 
Saviour has promiſed to ſend him as 'a Guide 
into thoſe very Truths which relate to him- 


elf. John xvi. 14. He ſhall glorify me: For 
he ſhall receive of mine and ſhew it unto 


DissERTATION I. 
The Arian invited to the 
Orthodox Faith: 
„ > 
A plain and eaſy Method to lead ſuch 


as deny the proper Detty of 
Chriſt, into the Belief of that 


} 


great Article. 
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HEN Chriſtians are divided in 

W/Y their Sentiments, and break 
out into Party Quarrels, the 
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CT Voe be toſt to and fro, as Terms 
RSS VS of Reproach and Scandal. A- 
rian is made a Word of Infamy, and Orthodox 
on the other Hand is turned into a ſeſt, a 
Matter of mere Ridicule. But I have no 


Inclination either to rail or laugh ; nor 


would 


Names of their Opinions will 
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„. Krün wein, DICE 
would I uſe one of theſe Words in a re- 
proachful Senſe, nor t'other in a ridiculous one; 
and therefore it is proper that I ſhould here 
explain my Meaning, that whereſoever theſe 
Words occur in the following Papers, the 
Reader may have juſt Ideas: of them. 
TI don't love to affix ſuch Names to any 
Party of Men as they themſelves utterly 
*difown :. This has a Tendency to irritate the 
Spirits of thoſe whom we deſign to enlighten, 
and reduce to the Faith and Profeſſion of our / 
own Sentiments, and therefore it ſhould be 
avoided as much as we can. Yet it often fo 
happens in the Affairs of Mankind, that it is 
hardly poſſible to deſcribe the Followers of 
any particular Sect or Opinion, when it is 
neceſſary to ſpeak of them, without uſing 
the fame Names which the World generally 
gives them: And the World generally gives 
them the Name of thoſe who have been the 
moſt famous Afertors or Profeſſors of ſuch 
| Kind of Do&rines. 8 
| i As it is therefore my Deſign in the preſent 
| Eſſay to addreſs thoſe wlio may have enter- 
} tain'd Scruples or Doubts: about this great 
Dttoctrine of the Deity of Chriſt, or have de- 
| parted from their” former Principles, I. 
would treat them with all Gentleneſs : And 
I freely declare, that I believe the Name of 
Arian hath been often of late given to ſuch 
| as have by no Means deſerv'd it, and are no 
4 Abettors of the. olg les of Arius. Fi 
EET Y Y n 
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" Dil. I. 20 the Orthodox Faith. 3 
An Ancient Arian is one who believes.the 
Son and Holy Spirit to be mere Creatures : 
He believes our Lord Jeſus Chriſt to be a 
glorious Perſon, but ftill as much inferior 


to the true and eternal God, as a Creature dif- 


fers from the Creator ; for he believes His 
human Soul (or that Spirit which ſupplies 
the Place of it) to be his higheſt or divi- 
neſt Nature, and that it was produced by 
the Power and arbitrary Will of God the 
Father, ſome Time before the World was 
made, and thus he believes it to be proper- 
ly a Creature, utterly denying the true and 


proper Godhead of Chrift ; FX — owns him | 
in Scripture, on 


to be ſometimes called Go 
the Account of his great Likenefs to God, 


Mis acting in the Name of God, and his 
Government of the World. And thus by 
changing and diminiſhing the Idea of the 


Word God, and reducing it to an inferior 
Senſe, he allows an inferior Godhead to be- 
long to Chriſt, He believes alſo this glori- 
ous Spirit did take upon him a Human Bo- 


dy, was born of the Virgin Mary, and thus 
became a complete Man, in the Fulnefs of- 
Time appointed by the Father. This is 


uſually repreſented as the general Senſe of 
the ancient Followers of Ariun. 
Now it is evident that the modern Disbe- 


lievers of the Divinity of Chriſt, or moſt of | 


them at leaſt, have refin'd the ancient Do- 


ctrines of Arius, and thereby, perhaps, ren- 
| Satire © 


; 
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dred their Sentiments more defenſible, at 


leaſt in their own Opinion: But if through 


divine Aſſiſtance I ſhall become ſo happy as 


to lead any that believe even theſe ancient 
Arian Principles, into the Doctrine of the 


Divinity of Chriſt, by natural and eaſy Steps, 
I would: fain perſwade my ſelf that ſome of 
the Moderns will not ſhut their Eyes againſt _ 


the Evidence of Light, nor reſiſt the Force 
of ſuch Attraction, but yield to it with greater 


_ Eaſe. 


But if this Expectation be too preſuming, 
and no Disbeliever be recovered to the 
common Faith of the Deity of Chriſt, yet I muſt 


indulge my Hope thus far at leaſt, that ſome 


wavering, doubtful, and unſettled Chriſtians 
may be eſtabliſhed in their Faith by ſome of 


theſe Attempts. 
Before 1 proceed, tis neceſſary alſo 


that I ſhould tell what I mean by the Word 
Orthodoxy. For ſeveral Centuries paſt, this 
Word has been apply'd to that Explication 


| of the Doctrine of the Trinity, which ſuppoſes 


the Divine Nature to be but One Nume- 
rical or Individual Eſſence or Being; and 
that this Eſſence is the ſame in the Father, 
the Word, and the Spirit, That theſe Three 
are ſo far diſtin& as to lay a Foundation for 
the Scripture to ſpeak of them in a perſonal 


| "Maner, as I, Thou, and He; and upon 
this Account they are called Three Ty cap 
But that they are not fo diſtin& as to have 


three 
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three diſtinct Conſciouſneſſes, for they are 
only ſuppoſed to be Three incomprehenſible 
Differences in one and the ſame numerical 
Eſſence of God, or in one and the ſame indi- 
vidual Spirit. That in the Perſon of Chriſt 
two diſtinct Natures are united, Godand Man; 
whence it comes to paſs that ſome proper Di- 
vine Characters, and ſome Human, are attri- 
buted to the ſame Perſon. var a Vee 
No Lask Leave to try whether it is not 
poſſible to lead one who has favour'd the Ari- 
an Sentiments toward a Belief of the chief 
Parts of this Doctrine, which for ſome Ages 
paſt has obtain'd the Name of Orthodoxy, tho 
I confeſs there are ſome other Parts of it 
which are not ſo defenſible. 2 


SECT. IL 


HE Method which I ſhall purſue in my 

preſent Attempt, is to propoſe thele 
following Queries. . | 

Query 1. Is it not a Principle of natural 
Religion, and univerſally confirmed by Rea- 
ſon and Scriprure, that there is but one God, 
one true ahd living God, one Eternal and 
Almighty Creator and Supream Governor of 
all Things, one infinite Being, who is the 
firſt Cauſe and laſt End of all? 

Query II. Have you not always believed 
this God to be one Spirit, one ſingle Spirit 
one conſcious Mind, and not made up of 

two 
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two or three conſcious Minds or Spirits ? 
Nor am I going to lead you into any V other 
Idea of the Great and Bleſſed God, or to give 

you any Occaſion to Imagine that we believe 
two or three Gods. 

Query TIT. Has not this Grear and Bleſ- 

1 Ted God aſſumed to himſelf in his Word 
| ſome peculiar Names, Titles, Characters and 
Prerogatives, whereby he will diſtinguiſh 

' himſelf from every Thing which is beſide 
and beneath him, that he might pive his 
People a diſtinct Knowledge of himſelf, and 
ſecure them from the Danger of paying di- 
vine Honours to any Thing that is not God? 
See A Doctrine of the Trinity, Tops 4, 


55 
5 IV. Are not Jehovah, the True God, 
the Great God, the Mighty God, and God bleſſed 
for ever, the God of Abraham, the Lord of Hoſts, 
the King of Kings, the Lord of Lordi, the Fir/? 
and the Laſt, ſome of theſe diſtinguiſhing 
Names and "Titles of God? 
Are pot the Searching of the Heart of Man, 
Omni preſence, Omnipotence, and the Works of 5 
Creation, and the Conſervation of all Things, ſome 
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of theſe divine Characters or Prerogatives ? 0 

See Chriſtian Doctrine, Prop. 7, 8. which Pro- | 

poſitions, with the greateſt Part of their Ex- | 
plication, may be vindicated agaoft all rea- 


{ 
ſonable Objections. c 

Let it be obſerved, that the Enquiry here c 
is not, How far, or in what Degree * 1 
0 


rations may poſſibly belong to an exalted 
Creature, in the abſtracted Nature of 
Things, or by the Favour of God? But 
whether God in his Word has not made 
theſe Titles, Operations, and Charafers, his 
own appropriate Prerogatives, to diſtinguiſh 
himſelf from inferior Beings ? And has he 
not expreſs'd himſelf with a divine Solici- 
tude and ſacred Jealouſy in this Matter, 
that Jehovah is his Name, and he will wet 
give his Glory to another ? | 

Query V. Are not theſe Names, Titles, 
and Prerogatives aſcribed to our Lord Feſus 


Chriſt, in ſeveral Places of Scripture, in ſuch 
a Manner as would naturally lead the un- 


learned and common Chriſtian into a Belief 


that they are the very ſame Characters 
whereby the Great aud Bleſſed God has di- 


ſtinguiſned himſelf? Are they not often at- 
tributed to our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, without 
any ſuch evident Limitations or Reſtrictions 
as to diſtinguiſh them from the Prerogatives 
of the one true God? WEE; is 

Nay, let me add further, Are they not 
expreſs d in ſuch a Manner, and ſo apply'd 
to Chriſt, that would lead even the. wiſe, the 
learged, and the cautious Reader into the 


ſame Sentiments, if he had not imbib'd ſome - 


other Opinion, and upon that Account en- 
deavour d to evade this Senſe ? See Chriſtian 
Daltrine of the * Prop. 8, and 9. The 


Multi- 
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of theſe Titles, Characters, Powers, and Ope- 
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Multitudes of pious Chriſtians, learned and 
unlearned, N in all Ages of the Church 
have honeftly read their Bibles, and have fal- 
len into this Sentiment of Things, after the 
ſtricteſt Search to find the Truth, are a ſuf- 
ficient Anſwer to this Query, and a Proof of 
the Affirmative. 

Query VI. Is here not then the Appear- 
ance of a very conſiderable Diffculty Freak 
to reconcile theſe Aſcriptions of Divine Ti- 
tles and Prerogatives both to God the Father 
and to Jeſus Chriſt, without breaking in upon 
the ſacred Doctrine of the Unity of God, 
which is eſtabliſned both by Reaſon and 
Scripture ? And how ſhall this Difficulty be 
— but by a Conſultation of thoſe 
ſacred Writings wherein we find the ſame 


divine Characters aſcribed both to Chriſt and 


to the 'Father. 

Query VII. Does not the Scripture give us 
a very natural and evident Solution of this 
Difficulty, when it aſſures us that there is a 
moſt peculiar and intimate Union, or One- 
neſs, between the Great God and his Son 
Jeſus Chrift ? Col. ii. 9. In him dwelleth all 
the Fullneſs of the Godhead bodily. John x. 30. 
J and my Father are One. John xiv. 10, 7 am 
in the Father, and the Father is in me. John 
xiv. 9. He that hath ſeen me hath ſeen the Fa- 


F ther. John xiv. 10. 7 ſpeak not of my ſelf, the 


Father that dwelleth in me doeth the Works. 
1 John v. 7. There are three that bear Record 
| | h in 
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in Heaven, the Father,” the Mrd, and the 
Spirit, and theſe Three are One. Exod. xxiii. 20. 
I will ſend an Angel before thee, beware of him, 
provoke him not, &c. for my Name is in him. 


18 Query VIII. Are there not other Scrip- 


tures that expreſs evidently both a divine 
and a human Nature in our Lord Feſus ; as 
Rom. ix. 5. Chriſt of the Seed of David aftey 
the Fleſh, and yet he is over all God bleſſed for 
ever? 1 Tim. iii. 16. God manifeſt in the Fleſb, 
who was ſeen f Angels, and received up into 
Glory. Rev. xxii. 13, 16. The Beginning and 
the End, the Firſt. and the Laſt, the Root and 
the Offspring of David. John i. 1; 14. The 


Word who was with God, and who was God, 


ua made Fleſh, and dwelt among us. 


Query IX. May there not be ſuch a cloſe 


and intimate Union or Oneneſs between 
God and a Creature, as that the Actions 
and Characters of either of them may be 
attributed to the whole compound Being ? 


And may not this lay a Foundation for ſuch 


divine Expreſſions concerning Chriſt, (viz.J 
That he is Jehovah, the Great God, over all 
God bleſſed for ever; Jeſus Chriſt the ſame Ne- 
ſterday, to Day, and for ever; and let all the 
Angels of God:worſhip him, which #re Cha- 
racers belonging to the true God ? And 
yet concerning this ſame Perſon Jeſus Chriſt, 
is it not ſaid alſo, he eat, draik, ſlept, wall- 
ed, groan d, and dy d, which are Characters 
delonging to Man ? { | 
| * Query X. 
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Query X. May not this intimate Union 
or Oneneſs between God and a Creature, 
give Occaſion for the Actions and 'Proper- 
ties of the Man to be attributed to God ? 
And may we not this way account for ſuch 
Expreſſions as theſe, Acis xx. 28. God hath 
purchaſed the Church with his own Blood, 1 John 
Hi. 16. God laid down his Life for us. God ma- 
niſeſt in the Fleſb, was received up into Glory, 
1 Tim. iii. 16? „ Oo | 
Note, This Figure of Speech,. whereby the 
peculiar Attributes of one Nature are aſgri- 
'bed to another, is called a Communication of 
Properties: And it is uſual in all Languages, 
and in all Nations, when two diſtin& Beings 
are united into one common Principle of 
Action. So we ſay of a wiſe Woman, 'ſhe 
is a prudent Body; ſo of a Drunkard, that 
he is a thirſty Soul We often call a witty or 
cskilful Man, an ingenious Headpiece, and we 
give the Name of a ſleepy Soul to a Slug- 

- gard; becauſe Soul and Body being united 
compoſe a Man, therefore ſome Proper- 
ty of Body is oftentimes attributed to the 
Soul, and ſome Property of Soul attributed 
to the Body. B 
Query XI. Is not this a more natural, 
more eaſy, and more ſcriptural Method of 
accounting for the Attribution of divine 
Names and Properties to our Lord Jeſus 
_ Chriſt, than for us to take the peculiar and 
diſtinguiſhing Names, Tiths, Charabters 1 
5 | Pro- 
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Properties of Godhead which are apply d to 
Chriſt, and fink them to a diminutive and in- 
ferior Senſe, and thus apply them to the 
Man Chriſt Jeſus? Would not every Rea- 
der, even a Turk or an Indian, readily be- 
lieve theſe Names and Characters to be in- 
communicably divine, and appropriate on- 
ly to the Great God, if they did not read 
them apply'd alſo to Jeſus Chriſt * And would 
they not rather chuſe ro account for this 
Application of them by the perſonal Union 
of the Man Jeſus Chriſt to the divine Na- 
ture, than by denying theſe Characters to 
be appropriate to God ? Is it not more ra- 
tional and more ſcriptural to ſuppoſe the 
Man Chrift, by his Union to. God, capable 


of theſe Names and Characters in their ſub- | 


lime and exalted Senſe, than to run counter 
to ſo many Places of Scripture, which at 
leaſt ſeem to appropriate theſe Names and 
Characters to God. EDT”, a 

B 3 Query XII. 
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* I vill allow the Author of the Sober Appeal to a 
Turk or an Indian, to have given as fair a Gloſs to his © 
Conſtruction of thoſe Scriptures in another Senſe, as any © 
Writer bas done But in ſeveral Places tis evident with 
how much Difficulty and Hardſvip thoſe Texts are ftrain'd 
to any other Meaning than what the Trinitarian Writers 
have generally, given them, Where the Gloſs of that Au- 
thoy is faireſt, and moſt likely to prevail on Readers, it 
fall be conſidered in ſome future Papers, if the preſent 
Eſſays are «well received by the Horde. 
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Query XII. Does it not tend to take away 
the Diſtinction betwixt God and his Crea- 
tures, which ought always to be ſacred and 
inviolable, if we make ſuch Names and 
Characters as Jehovah, the Great, the Migh- 
ty, the Bleſſed God, the Creator, the Pre- 


ferver of all Things, and the Object of Wor- 
ſhip, to be attributed and beg to any 


Thing that is not God? Or if we ſink them 
into a low and diminutive Senſe, in order to 
make ſuch an Application of them? Is a 
mere diſtant Reſemblance of God in ſome of 


his Properties, or a being appointed under 


God a Deputy Governor of the World, a 
ſufficient Reaſon to have all theſe glorious and 
incommunicable divine Titles, Characters, 
and Worſhip attributed to a mere Creature ? 
Query XIII. Would not ſuch an Attribu- 
tion of divine Names, « Titles and Chara- 


k ters, to a meer Creature, have a plain and 


ſtrong Tendency to introduce a” Polytheiſme 
and Idolatry, too near akin to that which is 
often condemned among the Heathens, (vix.) 
The owning and worſhipping Heroes, de- 

arted Souls, inferior and ſuperior Gods ? 
Would it not have an apparent Aſpe& of 


God's giving his Name, and his Glory to 


another, contrary to Ja. xln. 8. And has it 


not a manifeſt and dangerous Appearance 


of breaking the firſt Commandment, which 
ſays, Thou ſhalt have no other Gods before me ? 
Is not Chriſt Jeſus in the Arian Scheme 72 

3 re- 
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preſented as another and an inferior God ? 


| Another and an inferior. Object of Worſhip ? 


Nor do I ſee how it is poſſible, upon that 


Hypotheſis, to anſwer what the learned Dr. 


Witerland has urged ſo often, and ſo ſucceſs- 


fully againſt his Opponents, (viz.) That 


the Arian Writers, by their Hypotheſis, 
ws ns more Gods than One. 


ry XIV. As the Holy Scripture leads 


us e this Method of ſolving the propoſed 
Difficulty, of both Divine and Human Pro 
perties 5 ribed to Chriſt, ſo does not Reaſon it 
ſelf dictate and confirm the ſame ? Since we 
find two diftin& and ſeemingly inconſiſtent 
Properties aſcribed to the Perſon of Chriſt; 
(viz.) Divine and Human, is it not far better 


to ſuppoſe the ſingle Subjects of theſe Pro- 


perties united into one compound Subject, 
(vix.) God and Man? And then each ſingle 
Subject may keep its own Properties. Is 
not this eaſier than to join two inconſiſtent 
Properties in the ſame ſingle Subject, which 
Scripture doth neither neceſſitate, nor en- 


courage, and Philoſophy and Reaſon will not 


allow ? 


Query XV. Since the modern Refiners of 


the Arian Scheme have granted, that there 


is a peculiar, riet and perfect Union and 


Communion, between the Father and the Son, 


and cannot deny, but that ſeveral of the 
Texts I have cited may have a ſecret Reference 
to ow Myſterious, Incomprehenſible Inſtances. of 


B 4 Union 
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Union and Cummunion between them (ſee Dr. 


113 Clark's Scripture Doctrine of the Trinity, Part 
ul the Grp 1 Number 594 and 600). Where is 
the Iiconvenierice, or Difficulty, of allow- 
ing this to be called a perſonal Union, where- 
by what is proper to God may be attributed 
|| to Chrift, and what is proper to the Man 
— Chriſt may be attributed to God; and what is 
proper to either Part of the compound Per- 
ny fon may be applied to the whole ? Thus 
we God manifeſt in the Fleſh was ſeen of Angels, 
1 and aſcended to Heaven, may ſignify the ſame, 
as that Jeſus Chriſt, or the Man united to God- 
ad, was ſeen of Angels, and aſcended to Hea- 


ven, 1 Tim. ni. 16. | 
e K. 


Wppoſe a Perſon, who had before indul- 
ged the Arian Error, and denied the 
proper Divinity of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, ſhould 
by theſe Steps of Enquiry be led on thus far, 
to believe that Chri/t is called God, Fehovah, 
the Great God, and Bleſſed God, in the true, 
proper, and exalted Senſe, he might be yet 
led farther onward into this Doctrine, and 
quickly learn how to explain, in clear Ideas, 
leveral other Propoſitions which are àſſerted 
and maintained in the Orthodox Scheme, i. e. 
in the common Explication of the Trinity: 
Nh (viz.) How the Son of God may be alſo God 
Woof one Sulſtame, Power, aud Eternity, or 7 the 
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ſame Subſtance with the Father, and in ſome 
Senſe equal with him in Power aud Glory. And 
it may be explain d alſo by this Means, how 
Chriſt becomes the Son of God by an ineffa- 
ble Communication of the Divine Nature 10 him 
from the Father, and thus he may be the Image 
of the Invifible God, and the expreſs Image of 
his Father's Perſon; thus alſo all the Divine Cha- 
ratters which are, aſcribed to. Chriſt in the 
New Teſtament, may be properly ſaid to 
be derived from the Father, Obſerve the 
following Method. : : 
1. If the Eſſence of God which is in the 
Father, and in the Son Jeſus Chriſt, be the 
ſame Numerical Eſſence *, then it is evident 
that the Son hath the ſame Sulſtance with the 

Father. | | 
2. If the Perfections that belong to that 
Divine Eſſence are equal, or the fame in the 
Father and in the Son, then there is a Senſe 
| B 5 where- 


— 
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wherein the Father and Son may be ſaid to 
be equal in Power and Glory; though the Fa- 
ther may be properly ſaid to have them 
originally, and the Son by Communication, - 
3. The Divine Nature, or Deity, may be 
faid to be communicated to Jeſus Chriſt the 
Son, by the Father's uniting the Human 
Nature of Chriſt to his own Godhead, (or to 
fome Divine Power or Principle of Agency 
po na perſonally) or by God's. actual 
aſſuming the Man Chriſt Jeſus his Son into a 
. perſonal Union with himſelf, ar his own in- 
Bare Wiſdom, which Act of uniting the 
"Godhead to the Man Chiiſt Jeſus may be 
calbd a Communication of the Divine Nature 
4. And 


to the Son 
Jr. lh ATR 


dreſented in Scripture, and thereſore I rather. incline to be- 
eve it: And I think the Perſonal Repreſentations of the 
Father, the Son, and the Holy Spirit, may be explained 
2 a full Conſiſtency therewith, as I. Hall endeavour to ſhew 
Fereaſter, © 4 
Here let it be noted alſo, that the Divine Nature of 
. Chriſt i⸗ ſometimes talen inadequately for the eternal Word 
or-Wiſdem of God, ſometimes adequately for Ged, exerting 
on acting Ly his eternal Word or Wiſdom, or Godhead under 
#he ſpecial Idea of Wiſdom. Now 'tis. chiefly in this 
latter Senſe that I ſpeak of the Godhead of Clriſt in theſe 
#Lree Diſſertations. bs 2 
* Hough it has been an Opinion generally received, that 
2be Sonſhip of Chriſt belongs to his Divine Nature, ſuppo- 
ne it to be really derived from the Father by eternal Gene- 
ration, yet the Scripture does no auhere aſſert this Doctrine, 


"Y 


* 
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4. And perhaps, this is one Way where 
by Chriſt becomes the Son of God; nor is it 
utterly improper. to apply the Text here, 
Pſal. ii. 7. 1 will declare the Decree, the Lord 
' hath ſaid unto me, Thou art my Son, this Day 
have I begotten thee. 'Chriſt becomes the Son 
of God, and may be ſaid to be begotten of the 
Father by a Divine Deczge. or Appointment. 
And thus, as the Father, hath Liſe in himſelf, 
ſo hath he given to the Son to have Life in 
himfelf, John v. 26. That is, he hath given 
the Favour of Union with the Divine Nature 
to the Man Chriſt Jeſus; and to have Life in 
himſelf is one Property of the Divine Na- 
ture, which now exiſts in the complex Perſon. 
5. Thus 


but *tis drawn only by ſuppoſed Conſequences : And there 
are many zealous Trinitarians, and learned Writers in 
our Day, who ſuppoſe no Derivation of one Perſon from 
another in pure Gcdbead, leſt it infer ſome Inferiority in 
the Perſon deri ved; and therefore they explain Chriſt's 
Sonſkip rather to ſigniſy ihe peculiar Derivation of his Soul 
and Body from God the Fat er, or his being conſtituted the 
Meſſiah by the Decree and Appointment of God, and Dr. 
Tho. Good win. alſo /uppoſes, that the Union of the Man 
Jeſus io the Divine Nature is one Reaſon <vky he is called 
te Son of God. It was by the perſonal Union that 
God beſtowed on the Man Jeſus the Clorx of being his 
Son, J II. Book 3. Page 146. 2 

1557 1s not ſo bold a Thought as Dr. Goodwin has on 
this Text, when he ſays, It is one Attribute of Chriſt as 
he is God-Man, yea, as he is Man taken up into that 
Union, to have Life independently in himſelf, even as 
| God the Father hath, Je, II. Book 3. Page 193. 7 
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J. Thus Jeſus Chriſt, the San of Gods 
becomes the moſt perfect Image of the Invi- 
ible God, the Brightneſs of his Father's Glory, 
and the expreſs Image of his Perſon, 'The Pow- 
ers and Perfections with which the Man Je- 
ſus is inveſted, by the Indwelling and United 
* Godhead, would render him a moſt illuſtri- 
ous Image of the Father, if there were no 

8 Superior Senſe in which alſo he were the ex- 

1 pPereſ Image of God; for there is no Being 

through which the Godhead ſhines in all its 
Perfections with ſuch Brightneſs, ſuch ex- 
preſs Likeneſs, and ſuch Glory as in the 

Perſon of Jeſus Chriſt, 2 Cor. iv. 6. 

6. Yet farther, if we can receive the 
Doctrine of the Pre-exiſtence of Chriſt's Hu- 
man Soul, which ſeems to be the moſt obvious 
,and natural Senſe of many Scriptures, if we 

ean believe that it was formed the firſt of 

Creatures before the Foundation of the 
World, and was preſent with God in the 

—— of all Things (which is no hard 
Matter for an Arian to grant) then we alſo 
juſtly believe this Union between God and 

"Man to have begun before the World was, 

in fome unknown Moment of God's own 

Eternity : For when the Human Soul of 

Cbriſt was firſt brought into Exiſtence, it 

might be united in that Moment to the Di- 

vine Nature. 2 

Thus Chriſt was, in this Senſe alſo, the 

Hrſi- born of every Creature, For his com _ 


= 


- 
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Perſon had a Being before the Creation was 
formed; and perhaps, this may be the beſt 
Way of expounding the Doctrine of the moſt 
Primitive Fathers concerning the Ante-Mun- 
dane Generation of Chriſt, i. e. his becoming 
the Sn of God in a new Manner juſt before 
the World was made, See the 4th Diſſert. 
on the Logos. a 

According to this View of Things, tis 
eaſy to underſtand how he had ſome Hand 
in the Creation as God-Man *, i. e. as Jeſus 
Chriſt, by whom God created all Things, Eph. 
iii. 9. How all Things were created by him, 
and for him, and by him all Things conſiſt, Col. 
i. 16. And he upholds all Things by the Word of 
his Power, Heb. i. 3. For he was God-Man 
from the Beginning of his Exiſtence as Man. 
Thus Divine Perfections always belonged ro 
him; his Godhead was Co-eſſential and C- 
eternal with the God-head of the Father, for 
it was the ſame Divine Eſſence; and his Per- 
ſon as God- Man exiſted before the Founda- 
tion of the World. | 
+ 'Theſe glorious Attributions, by this 
means, appear to have a juſt Fonndation 
in the Divine and Human Natures of Chrift 

united, 


—  — — * . II 4 —_ tt. lth. a * 


3 — — 
2 


* Dr. Tho. Goodwin does at large maintain and proves, 
that Chriſt, as God-Man, created all things, and wundey 
this Character be was the Inſtrument by <hich God created 
the World, See bis Diſcourſe of the Knowledge of God and 
Chriſt, © Book 3. Ch, 10, II, 12. Page 178, 190. 75 


* 


20 The Arian inites D.iſſ. I, 
nunited, even without entring into any of 
the particular and internal Diſtinctions, and 

Perſonalities which belong to the Divine Eſ- 

ſence it ſelf, and which are more abſtruſe 

and incomprehenſible ; and therefore they 
are not the firſt and moſt neceſſary Things to 
be taught or learn'd in the Doctrine of the 

Deity of Cbriſt. 

Lafily, The Human Soul of |Chriſs being 
"thus antiently united to the Dityne Nature, 
did about Seventeen Hundred Years ago, aſ- 

ſume a Body that was prepared for it by the 

Father through the peculiar Operation of 

the Holy Spirit. Upon this Account ſome- 

times Chriſt, or the Son of God, is ſaid to 
come in the Fleſh ; at other 'Times God himſelf 
is repreſented as manifeſt in the Fleſh ; ſome 

Expreſſions referring chiefly ts the Godhead, 
-others to God-Man, or. the Soul of Chriſt in. 

antient Union with his Divine Nature, 


S'E-C T. . 


A TOW, if by ſuch Methods of Reaſon- 
5 ing a Diſ-believer of the proper Di- 
vinity of Chriſt ſhall be induced to believe his 
true Godhead, by Virtue of ſuch a perſonal 
Vnion between the Man Chriſt Jeſus and the 
| Divine Nature, I can't but think there is a 
juſt Foundation laid for a ready Belief of all 
the glorious conſequent Doctrines of the 
5 5 Prieſt- 
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Prieſthood and Kingdom of Chriſt; and of 
the Proper and Perfect Satisfaction of Chriſt 
offered to the infinite Majeſty of Heaven 
for all the infinite Offences of ſinful Men. 
Our Bleſſed Saviour, by this Doctrine, is 
furniſn'd with all thoſe Divine Powers and 
Perfections that are requiſite for his Exalta- 
tion to the Government over all Things, 
ſince in his Perſon there is the tue and eternal 
Godhead united to the Man Jeſus : And he 
becomes hereby the proper Object of Divine 
Worſhip,” conſidered in his Perſon as God 
Man. And whoſoever ſhall believe and. con- 
feſs this Doctrine, has, in my Opinion, a ſuf- 
ficient Degree of Orthodoxy in this Pcsnt, to 
be received into any Chriſtian Church, al- 
though he may have ſome Scruples or Diffi-. 
culties remaining upon his Mind, about 
ſome Opinions relating to other Parts of the 
| Doftrine of the Trinity. _ 5 
The moſt natural and preſſing Objection 
which here would ariſe in the Mind is this, 
If the Divine Nature, or true God, be but one 
fingle conſcious Mind or Spirit, and this Spirit be 
united to Human Nature, or the Man Jeſus, 
then does not God the Father ſeem to be incar- 
nate? I there not too great an Approach made to 
that Doctrine which was called the Hereſy of the 
Sabellians, or the. Patri-paſſians, (viz.) That 
God the Father took Fleſh, ſuffered, died, 
and roſe again, and aſcended to Heaven? 


Anuſw, 
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Anſw. 1. If the Sonſbip of Chriſt be not re- 
ferr'd to his Divine Nature, but rather to 
the extraordinary Production of his Human 
Nature, or to its perſonal Union with the 
Godhead, or to his Office as Mꝗſiah, then 
the Name of Father will not import any in- 
ternal real Diſtinction in the Divine Nature 
or Eſſence *, but rather it imports an ho- 
nourable Title or Character which the Great 
God aſſumes, upon the Account of his being 
the Origin of all Things, or his being the 
Father of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt as Man, or 
his conſtituting him God-Man and Medi- 
ator. 
The Father is alſo a proper Name which 
belongs to God, conſider'd as ſuſtaining the 
Character of prime Agent in all the Works 
of Creation, Providence, Government, and 
Salvation, But when this ſame Godhead is 
conſider'd in its Union to a Man, and as part 


of the complex Perſon, then it does not aſſume 
| to 


wW 


* That the Notions of Paternity and Sonſhip are nor 
neceſſary internal Diftin##:ons of the Divine Eſſence, but ra- 
ther Occonomical, External and Relative, ſeems to be the 
Senſe of ſome learned Trinitarians, © Ibo theſe Three are 
« in the Holy Scriptures ſpoken of under the Names of Fa- 
« ther, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, and as beyerting, be- 
& gotten and proceeding: Tet ſtill ave leave it to thoſe who 
ce are aviſer, or at leaft more bold and daring than cue, to 
« ſay, that this does, and to ſbew afterwards how it does 
cc relate to the Divine Eſſence: For ave have no Notion of 
4 4 greater or leſſer in the Godhead, ”” See Doctrine of 


the Bleſſed Trinity by ſome London Minillers, Page 21, 
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to it ſelf theſe ſupreme Characters, nor the 
Title of Father in the Trinity ; and being 
joined to the Man Chriſt Jeſus, it may receive 
thoſe Characters of Office and Inferiority 
which belong to a Mediator, as well as it 
renders the Perſon of Chriſt God-Man fit 
to ſuſtain theſe Offices. r IS 

In this View, altho' Chriſt Feſus the Son be 
united to the ſame Godhead, which is the 
very Eſſence and Nature of the Father, yet 
it cannot be ſaid properly, that he is perſonally . 
united to the Father, becauſe this Union to 
Human Nature, though it does not diminifh 
any Thing of the Divine Perfections, yet it 
alters the relative Titles and Characters that 
belong to God, as he appears the Father of - 
all Things, the Sovereign Majeſty, the prime 
Almighty Creator, — Supreme Governor 
of Heaven and Earth. | 

The Similitude which I have uſed in the 
Chriſtian Doctrine of the Trinity, Prop. 18. 
would ſet this in a fair Light, if I may 
repeat part of it again (viz.) Suppoſe a 
King ſhould ſend an Ambaſſador Extraordinary 
to a foreigh Country ; and ſuppoſe the Soul 
of the King himſelf, or one of his intellectual 


Powers, could be fo united alſo to the Body, 


or Perſon, of the Ambaſſador, as to animate, 
actuate and move him, and become (as it 
were) one Perſon with him: Then the Soul of 
the King himſelf might be ſaid to ſuſtain both 
his own Character as King, and the —_ 
a- 
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Character of the Ambaſſador, and fulfill both 
thoſe Offices under a diſtin& ſort of Perſo- 


nality, or in two diſtinct Perſons. 


Thus we may apprehend, how God the Fu- 
ther, the King of Heaven, ſent down his Son, 
a diſtinct Perſon, in whom the ſame God- 
head dwells, as an Ambaſſador Extraordinar 
ry, to Earth. And thus this Eternal God- 
head being the fame in the Father and Son, 
ſuſtains the ſuperior Character of a Sovereign 


King, in the Perſon of the Father, and may 


be ſaid alſo to ſuſtain the inferior Character 


of an Ambaſſador, and to fulfill that Office in 
the Perſon of the Son. | 


We muſt not expe& Human Similes 
mould be entire and perfect Images of 
Things Divine: If they give us ſome Illu- 
ſtration of ſacred Myſteries tis ſufficient. 

The Holy Scripture. ſeems to favour this 


| Repreſentation when it deſcribes the God- 


head (or ſometimes even the Fathe;) as ſub- 


| fiſting in the Man Chriſt, and: executing all 


his three Offices of a Prophet, Prieſt, and 


King, in and by the Human Nature. 


(I.) A Prophet. John xiv. 10. The Words 


I ſpeak to you T ſpeak not of my ſelf, but the Father 


that dwelketh in me, he doth the Works, i. e. 


. *Tis the ſame God, who is ſometimes called 
| Father, that ſpeaks in me, and confirms the 
| Words by miraculous Works. a 

2.) A Prieſt, 2 Cor. v. 19. God was in 
Chriſt reconciling the World to himſelf, i. e. 


God 
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God in the Perſon of Chriſt was the Reconei- 
ler of the World to himſelf in the Perſon 
of the Father. 

(3) A King, or Lawgiver. 1 Theſ. v. 18. 
Is every Thing give Thanks, for this is the Will 
(or Command) of God in Chriſt concerning you 
God in Chriſt is our Commander. 

Thus *tis the fame God (who at 3 
Times ſuſtains the Perſon of the Father) dwel- 
ling perſonally in the Man Jeſus his Son, who 
aſſiſts him in all the Works of Mediation, ſo 
far that it may be ſaid God performs them; 
and thus God laid down his Life for us, 
1 John iii. and God redeemed the Church with 
. his own Blood, Acts xx. Tis that God who 
was manifeſt in the Fleſh, 1 Tim. iii. 

Thus you ſee, how far we may go toward 
the Solution of this Difficulty, before we 
come to diſtinguiſh Three riſes in the very 

Eſſence of God. And I cannot avoid remark- 
ing, That all theſe Thoughts put together 
do naturally lead one rather to incline to 
this Opinion, that the Godhead of the Father 
and of the Son, are #umerically one and the 
ſame Godhead, however internally and exter- 
ually diſtinguiſh d by perſonal Subſiſtences and 
relative Properties. And this is the conſtant 
Idea that our Proteſtant Divines abroad and 
at home have given us of the Deity of Chriſt, 
(viz. ) as the ſame numerical Godhead which 


is in the Father, 
| 7 | | | 2 
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laid to be unit 


1 
| 


 Auſw. 2. But, perhaps, this will not be 
ena ſufficient entirely, to anſwer and re- 
move the Difficulty : I add therefore, that if 
= ſuppoſe there may be ſome ſuch, or grea- 
ter Diſtinctions in the Divine Nature it ſelf, 
or in God the Infinite Spirit, as are between 


the Underſtanding and Will in the Soul of Man, 


which is a finite Spirit, I have ſhown very 


particularly in| another Diſcourſe, how one of 


theſe Divine Powers, or Differences in rhe 
Divine Nature, may be united to Man in ſuch 
a Senſe as the ew cannot ſo properly be 
to him; and for this I muſt 
deſire the Reader's Patience, till I ſee whe- 
ther the World will encourage further Pub- 
lications on this Subject. Tap © 


CONCLUSION. 


EST 1 mould be expoled' to the Cen- 
ſure of my zealous Friends, for not 


ſpeaking fo largely, fully and particularly, 


in this . Diſſertation, . concerning the Three 
Sacred Perſons in the Trinity, Father, Son, and 


Spirit, as I have done elſewhere, I entreat 
them to conſider the Deſign of this Diſcourſe, - 


which is not toexplain this Article at large, 
but meerly to lead an Arian, hy ſoft and eaſy 
Steps, into a Belief of the Divinity of Chriſt : _ 


And therefore it was neceſſary that I ſhould 


not break in upon his Underſtanding all at 
once, and attempt ta aſſault and batter down 
Mitt Erna W all 
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all his old Sentiments; but that I ſhould ex- 
plain the Doctrine in as near a Correſpon- 
dency to his former Sentiments as Truth 
would permit, and repreſent the Deity of Chriſt, 
= the Union of the two Natures in one Perſon, 
in ſuch a manner as might give the leaſt Diſ- 
guſt and Offence to one of Arian Princi- 
ples *, provided always, that J aſſert no- 


thing but what is agreeable to Scripture, 


though I do not at once publiſh the Whole 
of that Dactrine in all its Varieties. Twould 
be a good Beginning to proceed thus far; 
Time, and Study of the Scripture, with Di- 
vine Inſtructions, may lead him on to far- 
ther Knowledge, and a more complete A- 
greement with our beſt Writers, ſo far as 
they agree with the Word of God. 
Qur bleſſed Saviour bore with the Pre- 
judices of his own Diſciples for a Seaſon; 
he had many other Things to ſay to them, even 
at the End of his Life, but they could not bear 

them jet, John xvi. 12. And the bleſſed 
EE Apoſtles 


2 


— 


| * That Gveat Defender of the Divin Chriff, 
Doctor Waterland, will bear me out in thi pos 
Writing, Jor be freely declares, © He does not find fault 
& with the Fathers for adapting their Stile ſometimes to 
© Pagans, but commends them rather for doing it in 
= ſome Caſes, as doing qvhat was proper. See bis 
farther Vindication” of Chriſt's Divinity, @c. p. 17. 
Aud St. Paul practiſæs the ſame thing, and becomes all 
Things to all Men, even to Jews and Heathens, that by 
all means he may ſave ſome, 1 Gr. ig. 22, 


I 


Manner of ; 
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Apoſtles bore with the Prejudices of the 
Jeus many Years, and did not all at once 
beat down their whole Scheme of Moſaick 
Principles. When St. Paul taught the Co- 
rinthians, he fed them with Milk and not with 
Meat, for they were not able to bear it, 1 Cor. 
iii. 2. And when he found the Hebrews back- 
ward to hear, he reſerved, till afterwards, 
the many Things which he had to ſay, and which 
were hard to be uttered, Heb. v. 11, 12. | 
The Servant of. the Lord muſt not ſtrive, but 
be gentle to all Men, apt to teach, patient, in 
Mee kneſs inſtructing thoſe that oppoſe themſelves, 
2 Tim. ii. 24. as well knowing, that *tis by 
ſhort and gentle Steps, and by flow Degrees, 
that Human Nature is capable of droppin 
its former Prejudices, parting with any of 
its old Opinions, and receiving further Light. 
I am well perſwaded, That Diſputes regula- 
ted by Chriſtian Love, and under the Conduct 
of Sacred Charity, are in their own Nature 
moſt proper to rectify the unwilling Miſtakes 
of Men; and if ever the Spirit of God con- 
deſcend to bleſs any Controverſial Writings 
for the Conviction of thoſe that are in Er- 
ror, tis the ſoft and gentle Method of Ar- 
ment that ſtands faireſt to receive ſuch 
ivine Influences. 


Diss ER“ 


DrssERTATTON II. 


Cad and Man united in the Perſon | 
| S 


Os it is evident throughout all the 
» W A Scripture, ſo it is agreed on all 
Hands, that our bleſſed Saviour 
| FJieſus Chriſt is a proper Perſon, and 
is ſo deſcribed in the Word of God. He 
has all the peculiar Characters of Perſonali- 
, ty belonging to him; he is a diſtin? intelli- 
gent Agent; and the perſonal Pronouns, I, 
Thou, and He, are applied to him with great 
frequency. in the Holy Writings. _ 

It is alſo as clear in it ſelf, and agreed 
upon. without | Controverſy on all Sides, 
that he has the true and proper Characters, 
Attributes, Actions and Paſſions of Mar 
attributed to him: The Hiſtory of his Life 

and Death bear Witneſs to this in all the 
Evangeliſts. . 7 


'Tis 


4 


30. Cod and Man Dil. II. 
Tis alſo very evident to me, and has ap- 
ared ſo to almoſt all the Chriſtian Cllurch, 

in the ſeveral Ages of it, that the Names, 
Titles, peculiar Properties, and incommu- 
nicable Prerogatives of God, are given to 
this glorious Perſon in the Scriptures both 
of the Old and New Teſtament. 

"Tis very hard (if not impoſſible) for us 
to give any tolerable Account, how and 
why the peculiar and appropriate Characters 
both of God and of Man, in ſo many Pla- 

ces, and in ſuch variety of Expreſſions, 

ſhould be given to the ſame Perſon, Jeſus 
Chriſt, unleſs we ſuppoſe the two diſtinct 
VMatures of God and of Man, united to make 
up one complex, or compound Principle of 
Action and Paſſion, i. e. to make up one 
The Holy Scripture lays an evident Foun- 
dation for this. Chriſt is plainly deſcribed 
in ſeyeral of the Sacred Writings as God and 
Man, united to make up one Perſon, one 
complex Principle of Action and Paſſion: 
He 1s often called God, and he is often cal- 
led a Man, both in the Old and New Teſta- 
ment; and ſometimes both theſe Natures 
are repreſented together, Col. ii. 9. In him 
dwelleth all the Fulneſs of the Godhead bodily. 

Rom. ix. 5. Chriſt of the Seed of David. after 

the Fleſh, and yet he is over All, God Bleſſed 

for ever. 1 Tim. iii. 16. God manifeſt in the 


Hb, who was ſeen of Angels, received up _ 
"ett Ghyry. 


» 
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Glory. Rev. xxii. 13, 16. The Beginning and 
the End, the Firſt and the Laſt, the Root and the 
Offspring f David. John 1. 1, 14. The Word, 
who was with God, and who was God, was made 
Huiſb aud dwelt among us. Tis upon the Ac- 
count of this Union that both Human and 
Divine Properties and Characters are attribu- 
ted to him 1n the Bible, | 
In Oppoſition to this it has been objetted, 
* That in the Paſſages of Scripture men- 
* tioned in my Book of the Chriſtian Doctrine 
«© of the Trinity, there is not the leaſt Hint of 
< two intelligent Agents, united in one Per- 
* ſon.” Sober Appeal, Pag. 144. 

Anſwer. T would let the Reader judge, 
whether in the Paſſages which are there men- 
tioned, Pag. 175. as well as in the Texts I 
have now cited, there is not much more than 
a meer Hint of two ſuch intelligent Agents united: 
It ſeems to me to be the very Language of 
Scripture. But if the ewo Natures , of Chriſt 
were not expreſs'd fo plainly as they are, 
and connected and united in the ſame Texts, 
yet there are ſo many different Characters 
applied to Chriſt, which neceſſarily require 
two ſuch intelligent Agents, one Divine, and one 
Human, that the Inference appears very ob- 
vious and unavoidable, that God and Man are 
united in the Perſon of Chriſt, 58M 

Let us look into our ſelves a little, and en- 
quire, Why we believe Man to be a com- 


pound Being, a Ferre or Perſon made up 


— 
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of an animal Body, and a rational Spirit? 


If we would ſpeak as Philoſophers, the only 
Reaſon why we believe it is, becauſe we find 
ſome Powers, Properties and Operations be- 
long to us, which cannot belong to a mere 
- Animal, or a Body of Fleſh and Blood, ſuch 
ns Thinking, Reaſoning, Donbting, Reflefing, 
Deſigning, Repenting, Wiſhing, &c. And we 
find alſo, other Ideas, Operations, Powers 


and Properties, which cannot belong to a 


Spirit, ſuch as, Corporeal Qualities, Dimen- 
ens, Figure, local Motion, tangible, impene- 


rrable and ſolid Subſtance, Eating, Drinking, - 


Walking : From theſe Things put together 
we infer, that ſince one fingle Narute is not 
capable of all theſe Properties and Opera- 
tions, therefore the Perſon of Man is made up 
of two diſtin& Natures (viz.) A Body and a 
Spirit, © 1 | 
Nou it is the ſame Diverſity of Appear- 
_ ances, and the fame Reaſoning, that per- 
ſwade ns to believe the Perſon of Chriſt is made 
up gf two Natures, Divine and Human And 
the Scripture ſeems to account for theſe 
Things the fame Way. | 
Iis objeRed again,” That © the Author of 
* the Chriſtian Define, &c. hath defined the 
Word Perſon, in the common Language of 
©® Men, to ſignify one fingle, intelligent, vo- 
_ *© Tuntary Agent, or Principle of Action, there- 
* fore according -to the common Senſe and 
©" baoguage of Mankind, here are uo Per- 


&« ſons 
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* ſons in Chriſt, as well as two Natures; and 
therefore the Author will not ſay, that 
& he uſes the word PerSON here in 4a Senſe near 
“ akinto the common Senſe of the Wird,” So- 
ber Appeal, Pag. 140. - 

Anſwer, Yes, the Author may venture to 
ſay, He uſes the word PxRSON here in a Senſe 
near akin to its common Senſe- And I gave par- 
ticular Notice, Pag. 145. that © tho';the 
* word Perſon may be fitly uſed and applied 
_ © to the Doctrine of the Trinity, yet we 
* generally ſuppoſe it is not to be taken ex- 
* attly in the ſame Senſe, as when we call three 
Men, or three Angels, three diſtin& Per- 
* ſons,” Now what is not exaciiy the ſame 
Senſe, may yet be a Senſe near akin. And 
if in explaining Things Divine we uſe the 
ſame Word to include a little more, or a 
little leſs, Man in Things Human, I think 
this may be done without Blame, ſince we 
give Notice of this ſpecial Uſe of the Word, 
{ince it is the beſt Word we have, and tis 
that which comes neareſt to the Divine or 
Sacred Ideas which we would expreſs, 

The word Perſon, in the common Senſe of 
it, ſigniſies owe ſingle, intelligent, voluntary 
Agent. But in this Theological Senſe it is 
ſuppoſed to ſignify one complex, intelligent, vo- 
luntary Agent; and thus the two Natures of 
Chriſt, Divine and Human, may be called 
one Perſon. In order to explain this in a 
very near Approach to 8 common . 
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of Human Language, I would propoſe the 
few Queries following. 8 
Query I. May not two diſtinct Subſtances, 
ſuch as a Body and a Spirit, be fo intimate- 
ty united, as that the one may act in Subor- 
dination to the other, and they may both. 
be eſteemed, by virtue of this Union, as 
one common Subject of Action or Paſſion, 
or one complex Principle of Doing and Suf- 
fering? And is not the whole Being properly 
called a Perſon? The common Affairs and 
Language of Mankind (who are compoſed 
of a Spirit and a Body) anſwer this Query 
in the Affirmative by daily and hourly Ex- 
perience. „„ | 
Query II. In this Inftance, of a Perſon 
compoſed of two diſtinct Subſtances, is not that 
which is done, or ſuſtained by the one or The 
other Subſtance, attributed to the whole 
complex Being? If the Body ſleeps or walks, 
if the Soul meditates, loves or fears, do we 
not ſay, The Man fears, loves, meditates, walks, 
erer? | "CY 
Query III. In this complex Being, or Per- 
ſon, are not the Actions, Paſſions or Cha- 
racters, of either part of the Compoſition, 
ſometimes attributed to the other in com- 
mon Language? Do we not frequently ſay, 
and hear ſuch Sentences as theſe, (viz.) 
Poor Soul, how pale it looks ! That tall Thing is 
very filly, No wiſe Body would have done ſo, 
Abi, deformed Figure bere is a learned Man 


Some 


F 
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Some Body thought of me. A projecting Brain, 
A thoughtful Face, A witty Head, An honeſt 
Heart. A heavy Soul, A warm Spirit, In 
each of which Expreſſions ſome Property 
of Body is attributed to the Soul, or 
ſome Property of the Soul attributed to 
the Body. $3 5 
This is what we call a Communication of 
Properties, and "tis uſed in the Sacred Wri- 
tings as well as Human. Gen. vi. 12. AZ 
Fleſh had corrupted his May upon the Earth, 
when in Truth 'twas the Spirits of Men had 
corrupted their Way. Prov. xxvii. 7. Te 
Full Soul loatheth the Honey Comb, but to tha 
hungry Soul every bitter Thing is ſweet, where- 
as Hunger and Fulneſs are really the Proper- 
ties of the Body. 1 Theſſ. iv. 14. Them 
that fleep in Jeſus will God bring with him. 
*Tis, in Truth, the Body that ſleeps, and 
the Soul is brought from Heaven with Chriſt 
to Judgment; yet you find, in the Language 
of the Apoſtle, this Communication of Pro- 
perties. 1 | | 
Query IV. May not two intelligent Agents, | 
or two Spirits, one of which is inferior to 
the other, be fo intimately united, as that 
the one may generally act in entire Subor- 
dination to the other, and under the Influ- 
ence of the other, ſo that they ſhall be 
eſteemed as one common Principle of Action 
and Paſſion? And may not what is done or 
ſuſtamed by one Spirit, be ſometimes attribu- 
* C3 ted 
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ted to the whole complex Being, or ſometimes 
to the other Spirit, by reaſon of their moſt 

cloſe and intimate Union. 2 

The Union of the Soul and Body to abs 
one complex Being, i. e. a Man (which are 
two Things fo utterly diſtin& in their own 

Natures) gives Foundation enough for the 
Dnion of tuo Spirits into one complex Prin- 
ciple of Action, ſince kindred Natures may 
ner admit of cloſer Union than Natures ſo 

exceeding different. . 
very V. May not the perſonal Pronouns 

J, Thou, and He, be apply'd to this whole 
: complex Being, eſpecialiy in every Inſtance 
wherein the inferior Spirit acts in entire 
Subordination to the ſuperior? And as the 
word Perſon, in common Language, ge 

| Hes one ſingle, intelligent, voluntary Agent, ſe 

may it not, in this Inſtance, ſignify one com- 
plex, intelligent, voluntary Agemt * And thus 
the word Perſon will appear to be uſed here 
3 a N near alin to: We: common Ideas : 
of it. — 
Query VI. Are e not many other | 

W ords in Human Language which are uſed 

in this manner, l e. to! ſignify either aẽ 
ſingle Subſtance, or to ſignify one complex” Sub- 
ance, made up of two, or mere; ge Sub- 

ſtances united? 

We may dernde mmer from e 

Unions, When two contiguous Houſer have 
murua 9 made between hy | 


; 
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by proper Daors, and are inhabited by one 
Family, they are often called ove Houſe : 
They were two fingle Houſes before, now they 
are one complex. Houſe. So two Trees may be 
planted cloſe iber and if they are 
bark'd on one Side, and bound to each 
other, by this Union they will, as it were, 
grow into one, and we may with Propriety 
call them one Tree : Such Inſtances are alſo 
common in 'Twin-fruits, as Apples, Chery 
riet, &c. | 3 . 
We may borrow Inſtances alſo from Poli- 
tical Unions, So the Parliament of England, 
and the Parliament of Scotland, are unite 
and made ou, Parliament: Or thoſe two fung 

- Nations, which contain Thouſands of intelli- 
gent Agents, may be united and made oye 
Nation, i. e. one complex Nation. So a Man 
and his Wife, who are two fingle natural Per- 
Jos, may be called one Political Pexſon, for 
they are one Perſon in the Eye of the Law, 
becauſe what the one ſuſtains, receives, or 

_ | a&s, is in many Caſes attributed to the 
bother, e 1 

Nor to apply theſe Queries to the Do- 
trine of two Natures my Pexfan of Chriſt. 
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aud not have uſed Similitudes of ſo low' arank to 
repreſent Things Sacred, if I could have found ſuch proper 

Reſemblances among the higher Ranks of Being: But 5 

others have obſerved before) an tron Rey that opens a Look, 
Is better than a Golden one <obich wwill not open ix 


38 . Cod and Man Diff. II. 
Quem VII. May not the great God, the 
Infinite Spirit, think it proper to aſſume into 
Union with himſelf a Finite Spirit, in ſo 
cloſe and intimate a manner as is poſſible 
for two ſuch Spirits to be united to each 
other? And may they not be eſteemed as 
one complex Being, one complex Principle of 
Action and Paſhon? 9 So fog 
Query VIII. Whether this complex Agent, 
made up of the Human and Divine Natures, 
. ſo intimately united, may not have the perſo- 
nal Pronouns, J, Thou, and He, in the ſin- 
gular Number, applyed to it with a Juſtneſs 
and Propriety 77 Speech, which Pronojuns 
are the diſtinguiſhing Characters that Hu- 
—_ anguage has affix d to diſtinct Per- 
ons? 

Query IX. May not this Union be proper- 
ly called a Perſonal Union? Or (if we chogſe 
Greek Words) an Hypoſtatical Union? And 
may not this lay a Foundation for that Fi- 

gure of Speech which is ſo exceeding common 
in Human Language, (viz.) A Communication 
of Properties, when two different Beings are | 
thus united into one? 9 

Query X. Tho' it be impoſſible for us to 
tell preciſely and fully wherein the Perſonal 
Union conſiſts, yet. is it not ſufficient for us 
to know that it 1s a nearer, and more inti- 
mate Union between the Godhead and the 
Man Jeſus, than there is between God and 
any other Creature within our Notice ? 4 nd 

e 2 that 
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that it is ſufficient. to lay a Foundation for 
the Attribution of the diftinguiſhing Pro- 
. perties, Operations and Paſſions of the one 
to the other, or to the whole complex 
Perſon ? | „ 
Thus, tho' the Saints are ſaid to be united 
to God, or to be one with God, and to dwell 
in God, and to have God dwelling in them, 
yet we never find the peculiar Properties, 
Actions and Paſſions LY God and of the 
Saints, mutually attributed to each other in 
that Manner as the Actions and Paſſions, 
and peculiar Properties of God and the Mar 
Jeſus are; nor are they ever deſcribed as 
making one complex Being or Perſon ; nor are 
the Actions, Paſſions, and peculiar Proper- 
ties of God and the Saints, attributed to any 


ſuch complex Being, or compounded Perſon, 


made up of both. 


Query þ 4 7 Whether the Perſon, the com- | 


plere Perſon of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, may 
not therefore be properly deſcribed, as the. 
Bleſſed God in perſonal Union with a Man, or 
as a. Man perſonally united to God? And whe- 


ther this is not the moſt plain, eaſy and na- 


tural Way, of accounting for the Human and 
Divine Titles and Characters attributed to 
him? Is not this done without firaining any 
of the Expreſſions of Scripture from their 
moſt proper Ideas, and always allowing the 
Divine Ticles and Characters to ſignify the 
Idea of true Deity, and the Human Cha- 
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racters to intend nothing ſuperior to Human 
Nature? FFC 
Query XII. Whether upon this Principle 
it may not be ſaid Chriſt is God, Chriſt is 
Man, He grew in Wiſdom and in Stature. 
He knows all Things, &c. referring to his two- 
different Natures, ar the two different Parts 
of his complex Perſon? Upon this Account, 
when we ſpeak of God manifeſt in the Fleſh, 
may it not be properly ſaid, God was ſeen 
of Agel and he aſcended into Glory; Chriſt 
was of the Seed of David after the Fleſh, and he 
was over All God blefſed for ever; God laid 
down his Life for us; God purchaſed the Church 
with his own Blood? &c. If what is true of 
one of his Natures, be affirmed concerning 
his whole Perfon, and ſometimes concerning 
the other Nature, this Union of two Natures 
in one Perſon lays a plain Foundation for it. 
Object.“ Suppoſing this ſtrange Notion, 
* of two intelligent Agents making one Perſon, 
we ſhall find ſome Things fo manifeſtly 
© ſpoken of the entire Perſon, as will ef- 
* fecually preclude this Way of Eſcape : 
* As particularly, when our Lord ſays, 
* Mark xin. 32. that he knew not the Day of 
* Judgment: For though it is allowed to 
* affirm of the Perſon, what belongs to either 
* Nature, yet I fear it will be acconnted no 
* better than Equivocation, to deny of the 
© Perſon what belongs to either, for cer- 
* tainly if it belongs to either Nature, it is 
7 . true 


1 
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true of the Perſon which is ſuppoſed to 
be conſtituted of both Natures. By the 
b ſame Liberty of ſpeaking might one nat 
deny that Chrift is God, meaning it of his 
* Human Nature ; and again, on the other 
Hand, deny that Chriſt is Man, meaning it 
of his Divine Nature? The ſame may be 
* ſaid concerning thoſe Places, where Chriſt 
* ſays, I can do nothing of my ſelf, &c. Sober 
Appeal, pag. 145. 

Anſwer, This Obje&ion is puſh'd home 
with its utmoſt Force by a very acute Wri- 
ter, Mr. Emhn, in his Humble Inquiry, &e. 
And J would refer the Reader to thoſe An- 
ſwers which that excellent Author, Mr. 
Boyſe, has given it, in his Vindication of the 
true Deity of Chriſt, from page 94, to page 108. 
Edit. 3d. wherein the whole Diſpute on this 
Subject is contained. There are alſo ſeve- 
ral other Authors who have vindicated this 
Text, Mark xiii, 32. from the Inferences 
which the Arian Writers would draw from + 
it, by ſuch Conſiderations as theſe. is 

1. Our Saviour ſpeaks this under the 
Character of a Mediator, or a Prophet com- 
miſſion'd by the Father, to reveal his Will 
to Men: Now, ſince he had it not in his 
Commiſſion to reveal the Day of Judgmenr, 
he ſpeaks as though he knew it not, i. e. "twas 
not within the Reach or Extent of that 
Knowledge which his Father commiſſioned 
him to communicate to Men at that Time, 

ö ; though 
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though in his Divine Nature he had in 
himſelf the Knowledge of it. By the ſame 
Reaſon our Lord might ſay, he could do no- 
thing of himſelf, which he had not Commiſſi- 
on to do as Mediator. 2 : 
2. That in this Place Chriſt repreſents 
himſelf as the Son of Man in the foregoing 
Verſes, Mark xiii. 26. and thereby he may 
be underitood to diſtinguiſn his Human 
Nature from his Divine, and to deny that 
he knew the Day of Judgment as he was Man, 
or the Son of Man. And it is certain, that 
our bleſſed Lord, in the Days of his Humi- 
liation, often ſpoke of himſelf conſidered. 
in his Human Nature abſtracted from the 
Divine, though the Union was never diſ- 
ſolved : "Twas his proper Work on Earth 
ro repreſent himſelf as Man, rather than as 
God, for had the Jews known, they would not 
bave crucified the Lord of Glory, 1 Cor. ii. 8. 
3. To this I would add, in the laſt Place, 
That if the Souſbip of Chriſt does not belong 
to his Godhead, even when he 1s called the 
Son of God, but belongs rather to his Office 
as Mediator, or to the Derivation of his Hu- 
man Nature, both Soul and Body jrom God 

the Father, in a peculiar and extraordinary 
Way, then whereſoever he is repreſented 
as a Son (whether as n of God or Son of 
Man) ſtill his Sonſtip is an inferior Part of 
his Character; and on this Account we may 
expect many Things aſſerted or denied con- 
2 | cerning 


/ 
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cerning him, which cannot properly be aſ- 
ſerted or denied concerning his Supreme Na- 
ture or Godhead, which has nothing in it ſelf 
ſo much derivative and dependent, as ſeems 
to be implied in the word Son. | | 
Now, if we ſhould allow the Inference 


which the Objector makes, (viz.) That if / 


our Saviour in his whole complex Perſon, ſhould 
deny, concerning himſelf, thoſe Properties which 
he poſſeſſes in one of his Natures, it would ap- 


„„ 


Son of Man is not God; and in the ſame Senſe 
the Son can do nothing of himſelf, and the Son 
of Man knows not the Day of Judgment. 

I was willing to anſwer this Objettion par- 
| ticularly, becauſe tis generally ſuppoſed by 
the Arian Writers to be unanſwerable, tho? 
it has diverted me too far from the Subject of 
| Perſonality, which I was purſuing. 

Perhaps it may be yet further objected 
here, againſt the Unity of the Perſon of Chriſt, 
that the Human and the Divine Natures are 

fill exo Perſons, for they are two diſtin& in- 
. 3 telligent 
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telligent Agents, and the Pronouns I, Thou, 
and He, may be applied to either of them, 
conſidered apart. * 
Anſwer 1. To this I anſwer, The ſame 
may be {aid concerning any of the forego- 
ing Inſtances that I gave of two Subſtances 
united into one compound Subſtance : 80 
the complex Houſe may be called two Howſes ; 
and the complex Tree be called two Trees 3 
and Great Britain may be called two Nati- 
ons; and a Man Wife may be called 
two Perſons ſtill : There is a Senſe in which 
they are Two, though there is another 
Senſe in which they are One. But I think 
tis ſufficient to denominate each of theſe 
. Examples one Being, or to attribute Unity to 
each of them, if one Thing is frequently 
predicated or affirmed concerning each of 
theſe Examples as a complex Idea, 
Nor can I fee any Thing ſo terrible or 
heretical in it, if we ſhould ſuppoſe the Hu- 
man Nature, and Divine Nature of Chrift, 
to be in ſome Senſe two diſtinct Perſons, as 
God and Man, being each of them a ſingle 
intelligent Agent. I confeſs the frightful 
Sound of Neſtorianiſim may reaſonably for- 
bid a Man to indulge this Language, be- 
cauſe it will not be counted Orthodox : But E 
know of no manner of Injury done to the 
Scripture, to the Sacred Truths of the Goſ- 
pel, nor to the common Schemes of explain- 


ing the Trinity, by ſuch an Allowance as 
this 
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this is. The Reverend Mr. Robert Fleming is 
poſitive in this Point. See Chriſtology, Book 
= Chap. 3. page 279, And the Scripture 
ſometimes ſeems to ſpeak of Chriſt as a di- 
ſtinct Perſon in one of his Natures, and as 
abſtracted from the other, though it be not 
really ſeparated. | | | 
Anſu. 2. But yet I may add; That the 
common way of Speaking to which our Di- 
vines have accuſtomed themſelves, denies 
the Human Nature of Jeſus Chriſt to be fo 
roperly called a diſtin Perſon by it ſelf, 
beceufo it was never ordained to exiſt one 
Moment ſeparate from the Godhead :« And 
that therefore the complex Idea of God-Man, 
may with greater Propriety be called a Per- 
fon, than the Human Nature alone. If I 
were engaged to ſupport this Notion, I 
might propoſe a parallel Caſe to give ſome 
Light to it, (us An Angel is called a Per- 
ſon, becauſe though it be but a ſingle Spirit, 
yet it was never ordained to exiſt in Union 
with an animal Body : And yet a Human 
Soul, which is one fingle Spirit, is not fo 
uſually called a Perſon in the ſeparate State, 
becauſe *ris ordained to dwell in a Human 
Body; and upon this Account the Addition 
of a Human Body is many Times reckoned 
neceflary to complete the Perſonality, or to 
make a Human Soul, a complete Perſon. 
Anſw. 3. If this Difficulty could be ſol- 
ved no other Way, we might correct the 
. 78 Account 
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Account which I have given of the word. | 
Perſon, and include in it all the Ideas which 
the learned Dr. Vaterland has expreſs d in 
his Definition, (viz.) A fingle Perſon is an 

iutelligent Agent, having the diſtinctive Chara- 
ters of I, Thou, and He; and not divided or 
diſtinguiſhed into more intelligent Agents capable 
of the ſame Characters. See Second Vindica- 
tion of Chriſt's Divinity, Query Fifteenth, 
where he has ſet this Definition of the Word 
in a clear and eaſy Light. Let it be noted 
here, that the Doctor accurately and judi- 
ciouſly uſes the words divided and diſtin- 
guiſbed, not diviſible and diſtinguiſhable ; for 
the Human and Divine Conſtituents of the 

Perſon of Chriſt are really diviſible into two 
ſuch Perſons, but ſince. their Union they ne- 
ver were, or ſhall be really ſeparated and 


, 

If after all it ſnould be found, that the 
Scripture, on ſome Occaſions, repreſents. 
the Divine Nature of Chriſt as a Perſon, and 
at another Time ſpeaks of the Human Soul. 
as a Perſon, either before or after its Incar- 
nation; and if in other. Places it deſcribes 
the Divine aud Human Natures united as one 
Perſon, J cannot ſee any Inconſiſtency in all 
this; ſuppoſing that Perſon be diſtinguiſhed 
into -/ingle and complex, and into complete and 
incomplete: In one or other of theſe Senſes, 
the word Perſon may be variouſly. applied, 


without any Force or Strain put on the 
5 Words 


Diſſ. I. united in Chriſt. 47 


Words of Scripture , and without any 


Violation of the Rules of Human Lan- 
gags I OO OPT, 

I cannot but think the Light in which I 
have here. ſet this Matter, of the complex 
Perſon of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, is ſufficiently 
evident ; and though, perhaps, we may not 
always agree about Terms and Names, and 
the. Uſel of the word Perſan, yet the Ideas 
which I have repreſented ſeem to be clear 
and diſtinct, and, perhaps, may give Satis- 
faction to thoſe who are not inclined to diſ- 
pute about Words and Names. If a further 
Account of the Uſe of the term Perſon in this 
Controverſy be deſired, See Diſſert. 6th. 
And ſince it may bear a Diſpute, whether 


the word Perſon be ever uſed in this Senſe 
in Scripture, it ſnall never be a Matter of 


Zeal and Conteſt with me, whether another 
Man will expreſs theſe Ideas in my Words 
or no; provided he will but acknowledge 
ſuch a peculiar Union between the Human 
and Divine Natures in Chriſt, as ſufficiently 
qualifies him for all the Honours and Offices 


of his Mediation, and lays a Foundation for 


attributing to him: the appropriate and pecu- 
har Titles, Characters and Operations, both 
of God and Man. To Him be Glory and 


Dominion for ever and ever, Amen. 
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DrssERTATTON III. 


feundet on his Godbead. 


8 T is an Unhappineſs to the Chri- 
31 ſizan Church, that there ſhould 
5a& be any Controverſies raiſed about 
55839535 Matters of ſo Sacred Importance, 
as the Muſbip vrhich is paid to our Bleſſed Sa- 
viour. Tis agreed now a-days on all 
hands, that bath Gd the Father, and his Son 
Jeſus Chriſt, are the proper Objects of religi- 
ous Morſbip; but the chief Diſpute lies here, 
Whether the Worſhip that is paid to both 
of them be properly Divine or no? And, 
Whether our Saviour be the Object of our 
Worſhip, merely as a glorious Creature, 
whom the Father has thus dignified, or as he 
himſelf has proper Communion with God 
the Father in the Divine Nature, and is one 
God with him? That is, Whether true and 

5 5 2 
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proper Godhead, or an inferior exalted Chapatter, 
be the proper Foundation, and Ground, of 

the Worſhip: that is paid to him ? : 
have read, with ſome Diligence and Care, 

what the Author of the Sober Appeal, and others, 

even the moſt Ingenious of the modern 4 
Antitrinitarians have written on this Sub- 1 
ject, where they endeavour to prove, That | & 
Riligions Worſhip under the New Teſtament 
is not ſo peculiar a Prerogative of the Su- 
preme God, but that it may be given to our 
Lord · Jeſus Chriſt, though he be, in, their 
Senſe, but a mere exalted Creature; and that 
the New Teſtament requires Religious br 
f>ip to be paid to him as ſuch. After all, 
I cannot ſee ſufficient Reaſon to abandon 
my former Argument on this Head, which 
I have publiſhed in my Chriſtian Doctrine of the 
Trinity, though, perhaps, I may take an Ad- 
vantage from this Study, to corre& ſome of 
my Sentiments, while I endeavour to guard 
and defend the moſt important of them. 
In the purſuit of this Subject, J ſhall at- 
tempt to eſtabliſh the Common Proteſtant 
Doctrine of the Worſhip of Feſus Chriſt the 
Mediator, upon the Foundation of his God- 
head, and anſwer the moſt conſiderable Ob 
Jeftions' T have met with in any of thoſe 


Writers. LEES e 
The Method I ſhall take in this Diſcourſe, | 
is to lay; down ſeveral ſucceſſive Propofiti- 
ons, to fuppore the Argumant- for the Divini- 
a | 5 
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ty of Chrift, drawn from the Payment of Religious | 


Worſhip to him, and then ſhew, 'That Divine, 
or Religious Worſhip, may be paid to him as 
Mediator, even though the Man Jeſus is a 
Part of the Complex Perſon of the Mediator 
who is religiouſly worſhipped, Fi 
Prop. I. Worſhip is ſome peculiar Honour or 
Reſpett paid to an intelligent Being, either real 
or imaginary, | | Nl 
The word Vonſbip, in old Engliſh, was 
uſed for Honour in general, whether this be 
paid by the Body or the Mind, or both: An 
inward Eſteem or Reſpect for any Being may 
be called Worſhip, though this Word fre- 
quently implies alſo ſome. external Forms 
of bodily Reverence, ſuch as Bowing, Kueel- 
ing, or Proſtration. 21 
It is alſo ſuppoſed to be paid to an in- 
telligent Being; for, though the Heathens 
worſhipped Stocks and Stones, and the Pa- 
piſts pay a ſort of Worſhip to the Relicks of 
the Saints, and to their Images, yet it is 
always built upon this Suppoſition, that 
there is ſome God, or ſome inferior Spirit, 
or Power, that dwells in theſe Images, or 
| attends, and takes Notice of the Reſpect 


that is paid to themſelves, by the Means or 
Medium of the Image, Relick, or other 


material Beings ; unleſs, in ſome Caſes, Ido- 
| laters have been ſo ſtupid as to imagine, 
the Wooden Idol it ſelf had acquir'd intel- 
lectual Powers. . Wett 64 208. 
| : | Prop. 


n 


to it. 


Dill. III. founded on his Godhead. 51 
Prop. II. Human or Civil Worſhip, is that 
Human Honour which is paid to any of our Fel- 
low Creatures on Earth, upon the Account of ſome 
Excellency which a Man may poſſeſs, or ſome 
ſpecial Relation or Charatter which a Human 
Perſon may ſuſtain, | 
This Sort of Worſhip is given to Knights, 
Baronets, and ſeveral Societies of Men in our 
Nation. This kind of Jo ſbip was paid 
to King David, 1 Chron. xxix. 20. They wor- 
ſhipped the King. And "tis the ſame which 
may be ſuppoſed to be paid by the Debtor 
to his Lord, Matt. xviii. 26. The Servant fell 
down and worſhipped his Lord. So Chriſt tells 
the Church of Sardis, he would make her 
Adverſaries come and worſhip before her Feet, 
Rev. iii. 9. And, perhaps, ſome who knew 
not that Chriſt was God, might pay this 
Sort of Worſhip to him as a very extraor- 
dinary Man in the Days of his Humilia- 
tion. | | 
Prop. III. Religious Worſhip is generally 
deſcribed to be Divine Honour paid to ſome 
Superior Being, on the Account of ſome ſuppoſed 
Divine Excellencies and Powers belongiug 


I cannot boldly affirm, that all Religious 
Worſhip implies the abſolute Supremacy, the 
complete Qmnipotence, and SoveMjgn God- 
head of the Object of it, in the common 
Senſe of Mankind. The Heathens paid reli- 
gious Worſhip to inferior Deities, and to 

1 * Houſ- 
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Houſhold Gods, whoſe Power they did not 
imagine to be abſolutely Supreme; nay, they 
believed their Influence to have a narrow 
and limited Extent, tho” it was ſuperior (= 
to Human: But ftill they imagined it to be a 
Sort of Divine Power, ſo far as it reach d; 
and conſequently the Wyſhip which they 
paid theſe inferior Deities was Divine Mor- 
Jhip. But God, in his Word, has forbidden 
all this Sort of Worſhip to be given to any Be- 
ing beneath, and belide himſelf, as we ſhall 
ſee immediately. 3 e 
Indeed, the learned Dr. Waterland, in his 
firſt Defence of his Sixteenth, and following 
Queries, maintains, That whatever has been, 
or may be, the Senſe of Men, and their No- 
tions of Moyſbip, yet the great God has de- 
termined the Meaning of Religious Worſhip in 
Scripture to include rhe Divinity, Supremucy, 
Eternity, &c. of the Object: See Page 239, 
240, &c. and has ſaid ſeveral valuable Things 
on this Subject, worthy of a diligent Peruſal, 
and of great Importance in this Controver- 
ſy. Our Author, the Appellant, utterly re- 
fufes this Account, For (ſays he) if reli- 
* gious Worſhip imply the Supremacy and 
4 Divinity of the Object, who will diſpute 


it, whether it can belong only to the Su- 
* preme God? But is not this plainly beg- 
„ging the Queſtion, and going in a Cir- 
cle? Appeal, Pag. 122, 17. 


- | | EE But 


Diſſ. III. formded on his Godhead. 53 
- Bur I ask leave to differ from his Senti- 
ment; nor can I think this is argaing in a Cir 
cle, nor | begging : the (Queſtion; for if Doctor 
Vaterland has proved, That the Senſe of Re- 
ligious Worſhip in Scripture always includes the 
proper Godhead, the Supremacy and Eternity of 
the Object of it, then by the Proof of this 
Senſe he cuts off all other inferior Senſes of 
Religious Wirſhip, from the ſcriptural Uſe of 
the Word, and effectually maintains, that it 
muſt belong to God alone according to Scrip- 
ture. And when the Appellant has again per- 
uſed what this learned Author has written, 
both in his , and ſecond Defente of the 
Queries, perhaps he may find, that he has 
well vindicated the. ſole Righr of the Su- 
preme God to all Religious Worſhip ; there- 
fore I fhall refer to his Writings, rather than 
rehearſe them here: That learned Author 
ſtands in no need of my Aſſiſtance to defend 
his Argumentss | 
The Appellant gives us another Idea of 
Religious Worſhip, for it ſeems to himz 
that, Religious Worſhip imports our expreſ- 
* fing a Dependance on, or making Ac- 
* knowledgment to ſome other Being as Su- 
* perior to Man: There might be the fame 
_ © oneward Signs of this Worſhip, as of Ci- 
vil Reſpect, ſuch as Bowing, Kneeling, &ci 
* And there might be the ſame immediate 
Acts, as acking Favours, returning Thanks, 
291 e. 
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e Kc. which, no doubt, are allowable be- 
*'tween Man and Man. | But all direct 
* Expreſſions of Reſpect and Homage to 
other Beings, as. of a Superior Nature, 
and having Power over us, whether viſi- 
ble or inviſible, I take to be properly Re- 


* ligious Worſhip. And this was forbid- 


*.den abſolutely under the Old Teſta- 
ment: This would have beefi accounted 

the Worſhipping another God, though 
they did not acknowledge the Being 
they worſhipped to be Supreme, Eter- 
nal, Immutable, Cc. which indeed, in 


Appeal, pag. 123. Margin. 

I. can't ſay I am fully fatisfied with this 
Account of Religious Worſhip 5 for if an 
Angel ſhould bring me a Meſlage, or 
Command from Heaven, would it be un- 
lawful. to ask him to explain it by his ſu- 
perior Knowledge? Or, to deſire him to 
return again, and give me ſome Help to- 
ward the Performance of it? Or to make 
a thankful Acknowledgment to him for 
his Angelical Service and Condeſcenſion 
to converſe with me? I confeſs theſe 


Things do not expreſs a direct Depen- 


dance on this Angel in Diſtinction from 


God, nor any Acknowledgment of ſuch 


a Dependance on him, any further than 
merely as a divine Meſlenger, and there- 
© 

2 


moſt Inſtances, could never be ſuppoſed. ”. 


. nn 


=> ey 
«. . 
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fore theſe, perhaps, may not ariſe to this 
Author's Idea of Religious Worſhip * 

But however let us now take this Idea of 
Worſhip which the Appellant himſelf has pro- 
poſed, and ſtate it thus more at large, — 1 
think, according to his Meaning. 

Religious Worſhip is Honour more than Hu- 
man, paid to ſome Being on the Account of ſome 
ſuppoſed Excellencies, or Powers, more than Hu- 
man, belonging to it; with an Acknowledgment 
of our Dependance on this Being, and Subjection 
to it, And now let us ſee, whether accord- 


ing to his own Diſcription, my Argument 


for the Divinity of Chriſt, drawn from Reli- 
gious Worſhip, will not ſtand upon firm and 
vaſharen Ground. 


—" 


* 1 acknowleage tis a mere difficult, and a more im- 
pertant I ing, that I heretofore imagin 1 bb aſcertain the 


preciſe Idea of Religious Worſhip. And fince it ſeems 


manifeſt in Scripture, that it is appropriate to God, 1 take 
the Liberty with my own Writings, to u that Sen- 
tence in my Book of the Trinity, Pag 222. If there be 
any mere Creature to whom I can communicate the 
Knowledge of my Wants, Oc. the Light of Reaſon 


and Scripture lead me to addreſs him: Ad that Sen- 


tence alſo, Pag. 96. The very Reaſon of Things leads us 
to adore him. And I give Thanks to the Appel! ant, c 
bas convinced me that theſe Expreſſions are uncatttions 
and unguarded. Though acc.rding to the Method of Contre- 
vrfial Writers, auto ſeem to rerviunce all Retractathngs, I 
might have a Pretence to colour them over: But I. baſe to 
Hand corrected. ; 


D Trop. 


Diſſ. III. founded on bis Godhead. 55 
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Prop. IV. God has aſſumed Religious Worſhip 


to himſelf in his Word, as his own peculiar Pre- 


rogative, and with the ſevereſt Penalties has 
forbid it to be paid to any inferior Being. 


It is not my Buſineſs here to enquire, 
Whether in the abſtracted Nature of Things 


a mere Creature be, or be not, capable of 
Religious Worſhip, that is, of ſome Honours ſu- 


perior to Human, and yet inferior to Divine 


Bur tis evident, that God thought it the beſt 
Way to ſecure his own Divine Honour, and 
to guard his People in all Ages from /dvlatry, 
by forbidding all ſuch Religious Honours to be 


paid to any mere Creature whatſoever: And 
this he does in moſt general Expreſſions, ex- 


cluding all Sorts, Kinds, and Forms, of Re- 
ligious Worſhip whatſoever, and that in the 
moſt awful and ſolemn Language, as a Mat- 


ter of the greateſt Importance. Exod. xxxiv. 


14. Thou ſhalt worſhip no other God, for the Lord, 
whoſe Name is Jealous, is a jealous God, Deut. 
3, 14, 15. The Lord our God is one Lord: 
ſhalt fear the Lord thy God, and him ſhalt 


thou Neve, and (halt ſwear by his Name. Te ſhall 


not go After other Gods ; for the Lord thy God is a 
jealous God among yon, leſt the Anger of the Lord 
thy God be kindled againſt thee aad deſtroy thee. 
Deut x. 20. Thou ſhalt fear the Lord thy God; 
Lim ſhalt thou ſerve, and to him ſhalt thou cleave, 
and ſwear by his Name: He is thy Praiſe, he is 


thy God, that hath done for thee great and terri- 


le Things. Deut. xiii. 1,2. Ha Prophet ſhall 


Jay, 
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ſay, Let us go after other Gods and ſerve them. 
"Tis interpreted, Ver. 5, A turning them away 
from the Lord their God, and, that Prophet ſhall 
be put to Death, And, Ver. 6, &c. If thy Bro- 
ther, thy Son, thy Daughter, thy Wife, or thy 
Friend, &c. ſhall ſay, Let us go and ſerve other 
Gods, thou ſhalt ſtone him with Stones that be die, 
for it is interpreted a thruſting thee away from 
the Lord God, And, Ver. 12. &c. If a whole 
City ſhall agree to ſerve other Gods, the Inhabitants 
of that City ſhall be utterly deſtroy d with the Edge 
of the Sword, the City it ſelf ſhall be burn d 
with Fire, and ſhall be a Heap for ever. 1 Sam. 
vii. 3. Prepare your Hearts unto the Lord, and 
ſerve him only, and he will deliver you. Hoſea 
xiii. 4. J amthe Lord thy God from the Land of 
Egypt, and thou ſhalt know no other God but 
me, for there is no Saviour beſide me, Pal, 
|XXX1, 9; 10. There ſhall no ſtrange God be in 
thee, neither ſhalt thou worſhip any ſtrange God, 
I am the Lord thy God, &c. 

The firſt of the Ten Commandments 
delivered with ſuch Solemnity upon Mount 
Sinai is this, Thou ſhalt have no other Gods be- 
fore me; that is, no other Objects of Worſbip, 
upon which thou ſhalt have a religious De- 
pendance, or to which thou ſhalt pay Reli- 
gious Honours. 5 

Prop. V. Religious Worſhip is attributed to 
our Lord Jeſus Chriſt both in Prophecy, in Pre- 
et, and in Example in Scripture, | 


D 2 _ *Plal. 225 
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Pſal. xlv. 11. He is thy Lord, and worſhip thou 
im. Heb. i. 6. When he bringeth the. firſt begot- 
ten into the World, he ſaith, Let all the Angels of 
God worſhip him, Rom. x. 13. Whoſoever ſhall 
call upon the Name of the Lord, that is, Chriſt, 
ſhall be ſaved. Rev. v. 13. Every Creature which 
is in Heaven and Earth, &c. heard 1, ſaying, 
Bleſſing, and Honour, and Glory, and Power, be 
unto him that fitteth on the Throne, and unto the 
Lamb, for ever and ever. Beſides the Account 
we have of the Diſciples, of Stephen the 
| Martyr, and of St. Paul, the laſt Apoſtle, 
worſhipping Chriſt, and praying to him; and 
the ſeveral Doxologies that are paid to him, 
both in Earth and in Heaven, are ſufficient 
Proofs that Religious Worſhip is due to him; nor 
do any of the modern Anti- Trinitarians de- 
ny it. | . | h 
5 . VI. Thence we infer, That true God- 
head belongs to our Lord Jeſus Chriſt ; or, that he 
has ſuch Communion in the Godhead of the 
Father, ſuch on Oneneſs with the Father in 
the Divine Nature, as renders him juſtly ca- 
pable of Religious, or Divine Worſhip : For 
if Religious Worſhip be a peculiar Prerogative 
of the true God, and Jeſus Chriſt has Religi- 
ous Worſhip paid to him, he muſt alſo be che 
true God, | | wy 
Let us now conſider what the ObjeFors have 
to ſay in Oppoſition to theſe Three laſt Pro- 
Ioſi:ions. | | 


P 


D 


* we 
- : * 
1 
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he 
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The Appellant and his Brethren readily 
allow, that Religious Worſhip is, and ought 
to be paid to our Lord Feſus Chriſt; he al- 
lows alſo, that during the Days of the Old 
Teſtament Religious NMhrſbip was abſolutely 


forbidden to be given to any Creature, Page 


123. Margin. Ne ſeems hereby to allow what 
] have propoſed as the Meaning of the firft 
Command (viz.) That there ſhould be no other 
Object of Religious Worſhip but the Lord Jeho- 


vah, the one God of Iſrael *. But then he 


will not allow the Inference, That there- 
fore Jeſus Chriſt is the true God: For if God 


ſignifies an Object of Worſhip, he ſuppoſes 
the firſt Command is fo far repealed under 


nnn. 


* That this is the true Meaning of the firſt Command, 
7s evident from many Places of Scripture; jor whereſoever 


| Men ſet up any other Object of Worſb1p, tis called in Scrip- 


ture Language the Setting up Idols, or other Gods; even 
tt ough theſe Idols were only deſigned to be the Objects of Me- 
diate or Subordinate Worſvip ; nay, though they cvere only 
Mediums of Norſbipping the true God; ſo Jeroboam's Calves 
are called other Gods, 1 Kings xiv. 9. 2 Chron. xiv. 8. 
Laban's Images are called Gods, Gen. xxxi. 30. which were 
probably the Houſhold Gods of the Family, Joſhua xxiv. 2. 
Though by theſe Jeroboam, Nahor and Laban, might 


ultimately <worſp1p the true God, as Gen. xxxi. 49, 53. 


Whatever evas honoured with Religious Worſorp," in Scrip- 
ture Senſe is called God, and therefore in Scripture Lan- 
guage every Thing but Jehovah, or the True and Supreme 
God, is excluded from ſuch Worſpip by the firſt Command- 


ment. 
D 3 En | the 
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the Goſpel, as to admit another, even An in- 
ferior Object of Worſhip, (viz.) our Lord 
FJeſus Chriſt, as the Fourth Command in the 
Decaligue is repealed, ſo far as concerns that 
Seventh Day which the Jews were required to 
* keep as their Sabbath, Pag. 125. 
Here the Appellant ſpeaks his Sentiments 
with Freedom, in plain Language, and con- 
feſſes the neceſſity he is driven to, of ſup- 
poſing the firſt Commandment to be in part re- 
feale d. He ſeems to be conſcious that theſe 
Words, Thou ſhalt have no other Gods, uo other 
ELonim before me, exclude all other Gods, 
both Inferior and Subordinate as well as Su- 
preme, beſide the one Jehovah, the Lord 
God of the Jews Nor can he account any 
other way forthe Worſhip of Chriſt, as an 
inferior God, but by repealing in part the firſt 
_ Commandment. Now to prove that the ft 
Command is not repeal'd, neither in whole 
nor in part *, I give theſe Six Reaſons. 
Reaſon I. The very Grounds upon 
which this antient Command, of Worſhipping 
One God only, and the Prohibition of other 
| Gods, 


— 


6 


* T fee not, indeed, how tis poſſible for this firſt Command 
10 be repealed in any Part, unleſs it be wholly repeal d; 
for the Form of it is negative, and thus it excludes any 

' ether God or Gods evhatſoever : Noww if any other God be 

admitted under the New Teſtament, I think the whole Com- 
mand is repealed. | 
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Gods, is founded, abide the ſame under 
the Goſpel ; and the Reaſons by which it 
was inforced under the Old Teſtament, 
ſeem to remain the ſame under the New, 
(viz.) His being the One God, the One Je- 
hovah, the Eternal, the Almighty, the Crea- 
tor of all Things, his Jealouſy of his own Ho- 
. xour, his Deliverance of his People from Bon- 
dage, his being the Author 'of the Salvation of 
his People, and his Severeign Authority over 
them, with his A-ſufficiency for their Help 
and Happineſs. Now, is not God the ſame 
only Lord God, and one Jehovah, the ſame 
Eternal, Almighty, and Creator of all Things ? 
Is not God as jealous of his own Honour under 
the Goſpel, as he was under the Law? Is 
he not that Being who has delivered his Peo- 
ple ſrom ſpiritual Bondage, which was typified- 
by the Land of Egypt? Is he not the fame 
One God under the New Teſtament which he 
was under the Old? Is he not that God 
upon whom his People as much depend for 
Dehlivekance and Salvation? And therefore to 
admit another God under the New Teſta- 
ment to be the proper Object of Worſhip, ſeems 
to be as inconſiſtent with the Unity, the Holy 
Jealouſy, and the All-ſufficiency of God, un- 
der the Goſpel, as it was in the Days of Ju- 
dai ſin. | 
There are alſo ſeveral other Expreſſions of 
the Prophet Tſaiah, and the other Prophets, 
wherein God aſſerts his own Unity, his own 
D 4 peculiar 
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peculiar Prerogative and Right to Religious 
Wirſhip, in Oppoſition to all other Gods, or 
other Objects of Worſhip, not only becauſe 
he alone 1s the Creator of all Things, but he 
alone is Omnipreſent, | he alone knows all fu-- 


ture Things from the Beginning ; he alone is 
the Maker and Redeemer of Iſrael ; .he is the 


Vrſt aud the laſt, &c. Now the one true God has 


the ſame Reaſons to maintain his Divine Pre- 
rogative, and ſole Right ro Religious Worſhip 
under the Goſpel ; he alone is the Omnipre- 
ſent, the Qmniſcient God, the Maker and 
Saviour of his People. | ö 

If it be objected here, that Chriſt is alſo 
repreſented as the Creator of all Things, the 
Maker and Saviour of his People, ©c. and 
therefore he may become an Object of Wor- 
ſhip too, we readily allow it; becauſe we 
ſuppoſe him to be one God with the Father, 
and therefore the ancient Titles and Chara- 
cters of Godhead belong to him, and ren- 
der him juſtly capable of Religious Wor- 
Reaſon IT. If Chriſt or his Apoſtles, taught 
the Jews the Worſhip of any other God, 
or Gods, beſide Jehovah, the God of Iſrael, _ 
T queſtion whether all their Miracles, and 
their profeſs d Commiſſion from Heaven, 
could ever have juſtly gain'd them any Cre- 
dit with the Jews; whether they ought not 
to have been rejected by the Law of God, 


according to that ſolemn Declaration of 
| God 
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God to 1frael, and that univerſal Rule which 
he gave them by which to examine and try. 
all their ſucceeding Prophets, Deut. xiii. 
1—5. If there ariſe among you a Prophet, or a 
Dreamer of Dreams, aud giveth thee a Sign or 
a Wonder, and the Sign or the Wonder cometh 
to paſs, whereof he ſpake unto thee, ſaying, Let us 
go after other Gods, (which thou haſt not known) 
and let us ſerve them; thou ſhalt not hearken unto 
the Words of that Prophet, or that Dreamer of 
Dreams Jo the Lord your God proveth you, to 
know het her you love the Lord your God with all 
your Heart, and with all your Soul : And that Pro- 
phet, or that Dreamer of Dreams, ſhall be put 
to Death (becauſe he hath ſpoken to turn you, a= 
way from the Lord your God. LED 
If it ſhould be ſaid here; That the Rea= 
fon why the Offender is ſtoned, was not be- 
cauſe he led them to other Gods, but becaufe he 
turned them away from the True God : I anſwer; 
That there is nothing of this Kind men- 
tidn'd in the Deſcriprion of the Crime, (viz. 
a Turning them away from the True God, but 
tis only brought in at the End of the Law. 
to ſhow the Malignity of the Crime it ſelf, and 
to make it appear, that the teaching them to 
worſhip other Gods would be interpreted by 
the True God as a Rejection of himſelf. And 
this is plain in ſeveral Inſtances, when the 
Jews worſhipped other Gods and retained the 


Worſhip of the True God till, yet they are 


charged with turning away from the Lord theit 
God. D 5 Upon. 


SF 
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Upon this Suppoſition therefore, That 
Chriſt or his Apoſtles 8 4 the Fews to wor- 
ſhip another God, or Gods, which they had not 
before known, (J would ſpeak it with Holy 
Fear and Caution) does there not ſeem to be 
a Divine Command to put them to Death, 
whatſoever Signs or Wonders they produced 
to vindicate their Commiſion ? And thus, 
if they ſet up our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, (whom 
the Appellaut allows to be called God in an in- 
ferior Senſe) and propoſed him as another 
God, another Object of Religious Worſhip, did 
they not hereby ſap the Foundations of all 
their own Pretences to a Divine Commiſſion, 
and ſeem to give the Jeus, their Country 
Men, a Right to ſtone them to Death, ac- 
cording to their own Law? And J humbly 
queſtion, whether all their Miracles could have 
been a ſufficient Protection to them. 

Let it be conſidered further, That when 
the Jews took up Stones to ſtone our Savi- 
our, they pronounced him worthy of Death 
according to their Law, for that he being a 
Man made himſelf God, John x. 33. Where- 
asthe Words which our Saviour ſpake were 
theſe, 1 and my Father are one, ver. 30. He 
doth not deny himſelf to be God, (which ſeem'd 
very neceſſary to be done at ſuch an impor- 
tant Juncture as this, if he had not been the 
True God) nor doth he declare himſelf to be 

a God different from the Father, which might 
have given the Jews a juſter Pretence to 
1 ſtone 
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ſtone him; but his Words are, I aud-my 
Fatber are one, which repreſent him to be 
the Jame God as the Father, or to be God by 
Virtue of ſome Perſonal Oneneſs with the 
Godhead of the Father. LED i 
Nor can I conceive how any Thing elſe but 1 
the Suppoſition of this Doctrine could have ſg | 
hononrably vindicated our Saviour's Conduct 
at this Juncture, and at the ſame Time have 
taken away all juſt Pretence from the Jeus 
for attempting to ſtone him. Since he did 
not preach up another God, his miraculous 
Works obliged them to believe all that he 
ſaid, and to theſe mighty Works he appeals, 
ver. 32. Whereas, if he had preached up 
himſelf as another God, that Jewiſh Lau Ix? 
ſeems to ſtand in force againſt him notwith-- i 
ſtanding his Miracles. | | ba 
I confeſs this Thought has ſomething in | 
it very ſolemn and awful; it carries, in my 
Efteem, very great Weight with it, and 
confirms me. in the 'Belief, That Jeſus Chriſt 
has Communion in the Godhead of the Fa- 
ther, and is in a proper Senſe the ſame 
God; otherwiſe I cannot ſee how he could be 
made an Object of Religious Worſhip : For if 
he be God only in an inferior Senſe, then 
he is another Cod, and ſeems hereby to lie 
expoſed to the Condemnation of this Sacred 
Rule in Deuteronomy; this Divine Teſt of 
future Prophets which Jehovah gave to 1j- 
rael by the Mouth of Moſes, The _— 
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Dr. Vaterland is ſo poſitive on this Head, 
that he aſſerts, © The Worſhip of the ſame 
One God, exclufive of all others, is for 
| © ever made unchangeable by this Text.” 
Firſt Defence of the Queries, p. 231. 
If it ſhould- be objeHed by an Arian here, 
That this, and all other Prohibitions under 
the Old Teftament, to worſhip any other God, 
muſt be conſtrued with a particular Relation to 
thoſe falſe Gods and Idols of the Heathen Nations 
of which the Jews were in danger ; but it muft 
not be ſuppoſed, that God ever deſigned by 
ſuch Language to ' exclude from Religions 
Worſhip ſo glorious a Being as his own Son, 
who can hardly be called a Creature, though 
he be a diftin& Being, produced by the 
Will and Power of God, and of a Nature 
inferior to the Father? | 
Anſw. 1. The Language of this Prohibiti 
on is very general, it excludes all Eon, 
God, or Gods, which thou haſt not known, 
Now it does not appear from Scripture, 
that the Jews knew any True God beſides the 
God of Abraham, Iſaac and Jacob, their only 
Jehovah: So that the Word plainly exclu- 
ding all Gods that they hag not knou'n, ſeems for 
erer to exclude Chriſt from their Worſnip, 
jf he be not the ſame God with Jehovah, the 
God of Abraham, whom th& Jews knew. 
Anſw. 2. How could the Jews ever ima- 
gine that there was ſuch a Limitation in- 
tended and implied in the general Prohibiti- 
| on, 
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Diſſ. III. founded on his Godhead. 65 
on, when there is not any Intimation of it in 
the Books of Moſes ; nor, indeed, in any of 
the Prophets? And fince Jeſus Chriſt, in the 
Arian Senſe, was an Unknown God to them, 
how could they ever come to the Knowledge 
of him, or be aſſur d that he is ſo glorious a 
Being as the Son of God, and that he is ap- 
pointed by the Father to be called God, and 
to be worſhipped, except by the Divine To- 
kens of Prophecy and Miracle? How ſhould 
they ever know that this ſuppoſed Limitation 
of the general and ſolemn Prohibition of 
Worſhip did not reach to exclude this Perſon, 
but by ſome ſuch divine Teſtimonies ? Now 
the Force of theſe very divine Teſtimonies, 
Miracle and Prophecy, ſeem to be enervated 
and precluded in this fingle Caſe, viz. the 
receiving any other God, or having any other 
Object of Worſhip. In all other Caſes (as 
Grotius well obſerves, de Ver. Rel. Chr.) Pro- 
phecy and Miracle were conftituted the Crite- 
ria of an inſpired Perſon, and the Jews 
. were bound to receive him; but in this One 
Caſe of worſhipping another God, theſe 
Criteria were excluded by this very Law or 
Statute : So that this Law, of having no 
other God ſeems to be confirm'd to the Jews 
for ever. | 
If the Objector ſhould perſiſt and ſay, that J 
There are Intimations given us in the Old T7. 
ſtament that the 22 muſt \ be worſhipped, | 
when he comes, and that therefore the Jews 
l wo 
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would not be Jomuch ſurprized at the Propoſal of 
another Objett of Wo Fi in the Days of the 
_ Meffiah. To this I anſwer” two Ways; 
1. This ſeems to be a begging the Queſtion, 

and taking it for granted, that the Meſſiah 
is not the One True God in any Senſe, 
which is the preſent Matter of Debate. 

2. It ſhould be obſerv'd, that in moſt of 
| thoſe Places, wherein it is foretold that the 
W  Mrſzah ſhould be worſhipped with religious 
= Worſhip, his Godhead is alſo intimated, 
| Pſal. xcvii. 1. Jehovah reigneth, let the Earth 

rejoyce ; ver. 6. All the People ſee his Glory; 

ver. 7. confounded be they that boaſt themſelves 

F Idols Worſhip him all ye Gods, or Angels 

Which Verſe is apply'd to Chriſt, Heb. 1. 6. 

So Pſal. cii. 15. where the Kingdom of the 
Meſſi ah is foretold, the Gentiles ſhal! fear the 

Name of the Lord; ver. 22. The People are ga- 

thered together, and the Kingdoms to ſerve the 
Lord; ver. 24, 25. Thou haſt laid the Foun- 
dations of the Earth, &c. Which is alſo ap- 

ply'd to Chrift, Heb. i. 10. So Pſal. xlv. 6. 

Ti Throne, O God, is for ever and ever; ver. 

11. He is thy Lord, and worſhip thou him ; 

which is alfo apply'd to Chriſt in the ſame 
Place. So again, ia. viii. 13, 14. Sanflify © 
the Lord of Hoſts himſelf, and let him be your 
Fear and Dread, and he ſhall be for a Santtu- 
ary ; but for a Stone of Stumbling, and a Rock 
of Offence ; which compared with Ja. xxviii. 
16. 1 Pet. 11.6, 7. Rom. ix. 33. Mat. xxi. 4 i 


C, 
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Cc. ſhew that this is ſpoken of the Meſſiah - 
And ſeveral other Scriptures might be cited 
to the ſame Purpoſe. So that ftill it ſeems 
to be the-indwelling or united Godhead, which 
is worſhipped in the Meſfah, and which 
gives the Meſiah, in his Complex Perſon, a 
Right to religious Worſhip, as we ſhall ſee 
hereafter. SAP o. 
Reaſon III. Our bleſſed Saviour, in the 
Beginning of his Miniftry, was tempted by 
the Devil, to fall down and worſhip him ; 
upon which Occaſion our Lord confirms the 
firſt Commandment, and repeats and cites 
the Words of the Moſaick Law, Mat. iv. 10. 
It is written, thou ſhalt worſhip the Lord thy 
God, and him only fhalt thou ſerve. Deut. vi. 


13. and x. 20. And 'tis worthy our Ob- 


ſervation, what Dr. Waterland remarks here, 
that the Reaſon which Chriſt gives for refuſing 
to worſhip him, is not that he was a bad Spirit, 


an Enemy to God, or that God had not com- 


manded it, but becauſe none are to be worſhip'd 
but God only. 925 

It may be objefed here, That our Savi- 
our only means to appropriate Supreme Mor- 
ſbip to God the Father, but he does not ex- 
clude himſelf, nor any other inferior Being, 
from an inferior and ——— Worſhip, pro- 
pr for ſubordinate Beings, and that there- 


ore ſubordinate Worſhip may be paid to one 


who is not the true and eternal God. 
* . 1 
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I anſwer, that as all inferior and ſubordi- 
nate * Worſhip, of any mere inferior or ſub- 
ordinate Beings, is acknowledged to be ex- 
cluded under the Old Teſtament, by the 


 Moſaick Law, ſo our Saviour's Citation and 


Repetition of it there, does moſt expreſsly and 
directly exclude mere Creatures from ſubordi- 
nate Worſhip as well as ſupreme : For the Devil 
does not tempt him to pay ſupreme Worſhip to 
himſelf, ſince he acknowledpes that he is not. 
the Maker, nor Supreme Poſſeſſor of the King- 
doms of the World; but he ſays only that 
theſe were deliver d into his Hands, and there- 
fore he was capable of beſtowing them upon 
Chriſt. As he therefore was but a ſubordinate 
Poſſeſſor, he could demand but ſubordinate Nor- 
ſbip, which our Lord forbids by a Citation out 
of the Moſaick Law, Luke iv. 5, 6, 7, 8. 
Now in Diſputes on this Subje&, and this 
Text, the Unitarians ſeem to have found out 
but theſe two Refuges, for which they have 


any Colour or Pretence. Vo 
| = 1. That 


——_—— _— 
a —____ 


* When I ſpeak of Supreme and Subordinate Wor- 
ſhip in this Place, I would be urderſtood avith Reſpect to 
be proper Foundation of Worſhip, and not with regard 
to the Modes of Worſhip, the Motives, Deſigns, or parti- 
cular Forms of Addreſs; _ for in the gth Propoſition 1 
bave ſhown, that theſe may poſſibly be Mediate or Subor- 


dinate, even evhen God is worfoipped under ſome ſubordi- 


nate Character, though the Foundation of Worſvip. is al- 
1 or proper Divinity; and thither I refer the 
Reader. 5 | 


* 
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1. That notwithſtanding the Devil's own 
Expreſſion, that he receiv'd his Kingdoms and 
Powers from another Hand, and that they 
were not originally his own, by ſupreme 
Right, yet that he was ſo impudent and un- 
reaſonable in the ſame Breath to deſire ſu- 
preme divine Worſhip. To which J anſwer, 
That as impudent and unreaſonable as his 
Requeſts may be at ſome Times, yet in this 
Place, the Unitarians have no Manner of 
Proof that he requeſted ſupreme Worſhip 3 
and there is a rational Probability of the 
contrary. *Tis moſt likely, that he deſir d 
ſuch Worſhip as the Heathens were wont to pay 
to any of their Deities, beſides the Supreme, i.e. 
thoſe Deities into whoſe Hands their Supreme 
God had delivered the Government of parti- 
cular Parts of the Creation. | . 
2. Tis pretended that Chriſt's Prohibition 
of worſhipping any Thing beſides the true 
God at this Time of his Temptation, was of no 
Force after his own Exaltation; and though 
God only was to be worſhip'd at that Time, yet 
in 28 or four Years afterwards Jeſus Chriſt 
alſo being exalted, might have religious 
Worſnip paid to him, though he were but 
an inferior Being. | r 
To this it is anſwered, That our bleſſed 
Lord not only now, but afterwards, preach- 
es the ſame Doctrine; he takes other Occa- 
ſions, in the Courſe of his Miniſtry, to 
confirm that ſolid Foundation of all Reli- 
e = gion, 
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gion, That there is but One God, One Olject of 
Horſpip Now if he himſelf, or his Apoſtles 
immediately after his Reſurrection, had 
been appointed to ſet up the Worſhip of 
himſelf as a meer inferior Being, and another 
God, tis not to be ſuppos'd that our Lord 
Jeſus ſhould have introduced his own Mini- 
ſtry upon Earth with fo ſacred a Confirmati- 
on of the ove only Object of Morſbip, in his re- 
pelling the Temptation of the Devil: Nor 
can we think he would have taken frequent 
Occaſion to maintain that Doctrine and 
Practice inviolable, and that without the leaſt 
Hint of any Repeal of it. | 
80 very important and conſiderable a 
Change of Religion as this, which repeals 
the firſt Commandment, and admits another 
God to be own'd and worſhipped, would cer- 
tainly have required a very particular and 
expreſs Account of it to be given to the Fews, 
and much Labour to be ſpent in perſwading 
them of the Change of this great and funda- 
mental Article of their Faith and Practice, 
Hear O Iſrael, the Lord thy God is une Lord, thou 
fhalt have no God befides him. 
Here if it be ſaid, Chriſt gave ſome Inti- 
mations of a Repeal of it when he ſpeaks of 
his own future Worſhip, and told them, that 
all Men muſt honour the Son, as they honour the 
Father. Let us remember alſo, that he gave 
frequent Intimations of his own Communion 
in the Godhead : For he ſaid, I am in the 
31 | Father, 
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Father, and the Father in me; I and my Father 
are one; and thus the firſt Command abides 
in its full Force ſtill. 

Reaſon IV. That religious Worſhip is the 
peculiar Prerogative of God alone under 
the New Teſtament, as well as under the 
Old, is further prov'd by the Continuance of 4 
this Precept in Force after the Reſurreftion and | | 

| 


Exaltation of Chriſt as well as before : For 
the Apoſtle John was twice going to worſbip 
the Angel, Rev. xix. 10. and. xxii. 8, 9. the 
Angel refuſed the Worſhipboth Times, and 
ſaid, See thou do it not, I am thy Fellow Ser- 
vant, worſhip God; which muſt neceſſarily 
ſignify worfbip God alone, or that God only is 
the proper Object of thy Worſhip, otherwiſe 
it could not exclude the Worſhip of an 
Angel. Now if God alone was to be wor- 
ſhipped after the full Glorification of Chriff, 
when God had appointed every Knee to bow 
to him, and when he was known and ador'd 
by the Church as a proper Object of Wor- 
ſwp, I think it is a very plain Conſequence, 
that Chriſt is God; that he has a glorious 
Communion in the divine Nature with the 
one true God, the God of Iſrael, uho was the 
only proper Object of Worfhip-. under the 
Old Teſtament, and is the ſame under the 
New. E | 
Whether St. John miſtook this Angel for 
Chrift himſelf, or whether he might uncau- 
tiouſly, and on a ſudden, attempt to pay too 
ſublime _ 
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ſublime a Reſpet and Honour to a mere 
Angel, is much the ſame to my Argument; 
for the Angel forbids this Honour to be 
done to himſelf, as being due to God alone ; 
and this being the Reaſon of his repeated 
Prohibition, the ſame Reaſon would alſo ex- 
clade Jeſus Chriſt from Worſhip, if he were 
ndt true God. And, perhaps, this redoubled 

Occurrence and Prohibition might be placed 
in the End of Scripture, by Divine Provi- 
dence, to let us ſee, that from the Beginning 
of the Bible to the End of it, God alone is 

entitled to Religious Worſhip. 

Reaſon V. The Jeu had learn'd from the 
Old Teftament, The Worſhip of one true God 
and him only ; and there is ſcarce any Com- 
mand more frequently renew'd, or guarded 
with more awful Sanctions, and more ter- 
rible Examples of the Wrath of God againſt 
the Breakers of it: Now if Chriſt or his 
Apoſtles had ſo much as pretended any Re- 
peal of this Law, the Fews would have had 
a moſt publick and glorious Pretence againſt 
Chriſtianity. The Doctrine of che Worſhip of 
Chriſt as à mere Creature, would have raiſed 
in the Heart of every Few one of the moſt 
unconquerable Prejudices againſt the Goſ- 
pel.- Since the Time that they ſmarted ſo 
ſeverely in Babylon by a Captivity of Se- 
venty Years for their Idolatries, they have 
been always obſerv'd to have the utmoſt 

Averſion to every Appearance of Idolatry, 

| 8 or 
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or the Worſhip of any Thing beſide the 
one true God : St. Paul teſtifies thus of his 
Country Men, Rom. ii. 17, 22. Thou art cal- 
led a Jew, and abhorreſt Idols. Now if the 
Crucifixion of the Meſſiah was a ſtumbling Block 
to the Jews, which many of them could not 
get over, the Worſhip of a Man, an exalted 
Creature, would, in all probability, have 
been a much eee Stumbling-Block and 
Impediment of their Belief 'of the Goſpel. 
Their Averſion to a crucified Meſſiah aroſe 
only from their own fooliſh Traditions and 
pre- conceiv d Errors; but their Averſion to 
the Worſhip of a Man is patroniz'd by all 
their Sacred Writings, for they could hardly 
read any part of their Bible but they found 
ſome Precept, Threatning, or - Divine 
Judgment recorded, againſt worſhipping: 
any Creature, or receiving any other 

It is evident in the Writings of the A- 
poſtles, that Jeſus Chrift is ſeveral Times cal- 
led God, and that he is worſhipped, Wow if 
he has not the ſame Godhead with the God 
of the Jews, then he is another God, another 
Olject of Worſhip ; and when the Fews had 
ſmarted ſo terribly-in all former Ages for 
their worſhipping any beſide their own true 
God, and for their Breach of the firſt 
Commandment, it would appear like an im- 
moveable and everlaſting Bar againſt their 
Acceptance of the Religion of Chriſt, if 
5 | they 
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they had been told, that this firſt Command- 
ment was now in ſome Meaſure repealed, and 
that they muſt now admit of another God, 
Fefus, and pay him Religi- 
though he were but a Crea- 


even the Man 
onus Worſhip, 


ture. 


Shall it be obje 


But i 


Bleſſings 


CE 


jetted here, That there were- 
ſeveral parts of their Religion repeal'd, 
namely, all their ceremenial Law, which they 
ſeemed to be as fond of asof any Thing in 
their Religion; and why might they not 
1 to a Repeal of the firſt Command 
9 7 | 
| t may be anſwered, That there was ſuf- 
ficient Evidence given of the Repeal of the 
Ceremonial Law, by diſcovering to them, that 
all theſe were but Shadows of the promiſed 
of the Meſſiah; and conſequently, 
when the Subſtance and Glory of their Re- 
ligion appears in the Reign of their expect- 
ed Miſſiah, tis neceſſary that the Shadows 
ſhould vaniſh and diſappear. So St. Paul 
argues in his Epiſtle to the Jews or Hebrews. 
Even their Sabbath it ſelf in the Jewiſh 


Forms of it, was a Type of the Bleſſed Reſt 


under the Goſpel, and of the final Reſt in 
Heaven, as the Apoſtle proves in the 4th 
Chapter of that Epiſtle, as well as in Col. ii. 
16, 17. But there is not the leaſt Intimation 
that the firſt Commandment had any Thing 


in it Ceremonial or Typical ; nor can any ſuch 
Reaſon be given why that ſhould ever ſuffer 
Repeal. ITS Eg | 85 


4 


I 
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I add further, That the Apoſtle not only 
gives a Reaſon for it, but I think he declares 
in very plain Language, that their Laws of 
Ceremonies are repealed in the Epiſtles to the 
Galatians and Coloſſians, as well as the He- 
brews ; at leaſt ſo far as not to be neceſſary : 
And I am well aſſured, that if the firſt Come. 
mand were to have ſuffered ſuch a Repeal, and 
to have admitted another God, there would 
have been as much, or more need of plain and 
expreſs Declarations of it by inſpired Men, 
becauſe there ſeems to be ſo much more of 

natural Reaſon for the Contirmance of this 
Command, than there is, or can be, for any 
part of the Ceremonial Law. 9 4 
It will be further enquir'd, Then how came 
any of the Jews ever to be perſwaded to vecei ve 
Chriſtianity, and to worſhip Chriſt whom they knew 
to be a Man, if they had ſuch an utter Aver- 
fion to every Shadow of Idolatry, and the Worſhip 
® of any Thing beſide the God of Abraham, their 
own true and ouly God? © > - 

The Anſuer is obvious here, for the Apo- 

ſtles did not in their very firſt Preaching re- 

quire of them the Religious Worſhip of Chriſt, 
but by Degrees led them into it. They firſt 
preach'd up the peculiar and extraordinary 

Preſence of God with the Man Jeſus, whereby 

he wrought Miracles, as is evident, Act, ii. 9 

22, and Adds x. 38. God was with him. Then 11 

they taught by Degrees, that the Fulneſs of = 

the Godhead duelt in him bodily, as Cl. ii: g. 14 
| 2 That V4 
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That the Union betwixt the true God and 
the Man Jeſus was ſo great, as that the 
Actions and Sufferings of Chriſt were attri- 
buted to God, that God redeemed the Church 
with his own Blood, Acts xx. 28. That Chriſt 


was ſo far one with the true God, as that up- 


on this Account he is called God manifeſt 
in the Fleſh, Cod over All Bleſſed for ever, 
1 Tim. iii. 16. and Rom. ix. 5, Thus the Jews 


themſelves might be led to the Worſhip of 


Jeſus Chriſt by the Diſcovery of the ſame God- 
head dwelling in him, and united to him, whom 
they and their Fathers were taught to wor- 
ſhip by the Law of Moſes. Feſus Chriſt is the 
ſame God, or Jehovah, but now dwelling in 
Fleſh ; and this they might prove out of ma- 
ny of their own Prophets. 5 
Reaſon VI. As the Doctrine of Worſhip- 
ping another, an inferior God, would have 
_ been a juſt tumbling Block to the Jews againſt 
receiving Chriſtianity, ſo it might have been 
fairly objected by the Gentiles againſt the 
Preaching of the Apoſtles, when in their 
Miniſtry they demoliſh'd the HeathenGods and 
Heroes. | | Ker; 
The Bleſſed Apoſtles made it their Buſi- 
_ neſs, every where to inculcate the Doctrine 
of the One true God, to call the Heathens away 


from the Worſhip of all their inferior Deities, 
the Souls of all their departed Heroes, and all 


ſuch as are not God by Nature, Acts xiv. 15. 
and xvii. 24. Gal. iv. 8. that they might no 
| a longer 


| 


*” Rwd LL; *« Aa——— ww_ r þ 2 


_— ; 


Diſſ. III. founded on his Godhead. 79 
longer ſerve thoſe who by Nature are 10 Gods. 
Now, ho could they expect Succeſs in their 
Reaſonings with the Heathens on this Sub- 
ject, if they introduced Jeſus Chriſt as ano- 
ther God, as an inferior God, as one who by 
Nature muas ud Cod, and propoſed him to be 
their Gad, or the Object of choir Worſhip, 
merely by the Appointment of the Supreme 
God ? Would not this look like Building 
again the Things which they deſtroyed, if Jeſus 
Chriſt had no ſuch Communion in the natural 
Supreme and Eternal Godhead, as might 
render him a proper, capable Object of 
their Religious Worſhip, according to the 
general Dictate of Scripture, that we muſt 
worſhip God alone? Would not this have a 
tendency to eſtabliſh their old Superſtition and 
Polytheiſm rather than deftroy it ? 

Let us ſuppoſe St. Paul had been juſt 
preaghing up the Unity of the true God to the 
Athenians, or Corinthians, and forbidding 
them to worſhip any of theſe inferior Gods, - 
and the Souls of departed Heroes ; let us ſup- 
poſe that he had fix'd their Faith upon the 
One true God, and appropriated their Worſhip 
to him; and ſuppoſe in a little time after, 
he ſhould teach them to call upon the Name of 
the Lord Jeſus (which doubtleſs he did to all his 
Diſciples, for the Chriftians were generally 
known by this Character, (viz.) Al that call 
upou the Name of the Lord Jeſus, 1 Cor. i. 2.) 
What would the 2 fay? Did you 


— 


not + - 
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* not lately teach us the Worſhip of the One 
true God, and bid us renounce our ſeveral 


e departed Heroes and inferior Deities, and 


all other Gods whatſoever? And are you 
* already bringing in your departed Hero 
© Chriſt for a new inferior God among us? 
I know not how the Apoſtle could readily 
and clearly give a plain and ſatis factory An- 
ſwer to them upon the Arian Principle. But 
if he ſhould tell them Jeſus Chriſt is not ano- 
ther God, for this Man Jeſus has the Fulneſs 
of the true Godhead dwelling in him, he 1s united 
to the One true God, and thereby becomes 
One with God, and upon this. Account may 
juftly be worſhipped. Such an Anſwer of 
the Apoſtle would ſtop their Accuſation, 
uould make his own Doctrine conſiſtent with 
it ſelf, would maintain the Unity of the true 
God, and juſtify his Demolition of their infe- 
rior Deities. i ere hic 
I freely confeſs, that there is a real Diffe- 
rence between the Arian Worſhip of | Chriſt, 
and the Heathen Warſhip of their Gods or He- 
roes; becauſe theſe are either fictitious, or 
at beſt have no ſuch real Power and Autho- 
rity as our Saviour is allowed to have even 
in the Arian Scheme. But it would be hard 
to make this Difference appear to the Hea- 
then Multitudes where the Apoſſle preach'd ; 
for if Chriſt be ſuppos'd to have no ſuperior 
Nature to his Human Soul and Body, the 


| Gentiles would plead hard for their ſerie 
| | re 


Gods and Heroes, both as having an extenſive 
Power in themſelves ſuited to their particu- 
lar Charge, and as being appointed by Jupi- 
ter their chief God, to perform various Ser- 
vices for Mankind, to exerciſe their depu- 
ted Powers, and to receive inferior Wor- 
ſhip. Now 'twould be a tedious and diffi- 
eult Matter to convince the Gentiles of the 
real Difference between their . own Heroes 


and the Chriſtian Hero; and twould be 


hard to make it appear to them, that the 


Chriſtians inferior God had a much juſter Title 
to Worſhip than the Heathen inferior Gods, up- 
on the Suppoſition of having no God beſide 
him who made all Things. And while the 
1 continually inculcated this Doctrine 
0 


the Unity of God; and while the Gentiles 


themſelves as well as the Apoſtles call'd eve- 
ry Thing Gop which they worſhipped, it 
would be very hard to prove to them, that 
Jeſus Chriſt (if he were a mere Creature) 
had ſo much better Pretence and Claim to 
their Worſhip than their own Heroes had, 
without much Labour of Diſtinctions far 
above the Reach of the Multitudes ; whereas 
the Adorableneſs of Chriſt, on- the Account of 
the Supreme Iudwelling Godhead, ſets all Things 
right with Eaſe and Plainneſs : He muſt be 
worſhipped as Supreme God, for he is O12 with 
God Supreme. | 


= 


Indeed the Appelant exclaims againſt this 


Sort of Reaſoning. 1 Would it e 
2 | . Jays 
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* ſays he, if it may not move ones Indi gnatiou, 
© to ſee Chriſtians repreſenting the Morſbip of 
* Chriſt, the only true and proper Worſhip which 
« the Goſpel direfts us to pay unto. him, as lit- 
* tle better than Heatheniſn Idolatry ; and 


thus in Effect making the Bleſſed Jeſus no 


* better than an Idol? © Appeal, pag. 128. 
Surely the Appellant muſt needs know, that 

] am not ſingular in this Reaſoning ; and 

that this is no new Charge againſt his. Do- 


ctrine; Dr. Cudworth in his Intell. Sſt. Dr. Was 
terland in his Defence of the Queries, Dr. 


Smallbrook in his two Sermons againſt Aria- 


\ iſm, and others; concur with the Fathers 


writing on this Subject, to charge the Ari ans 
with a Reſtoration of Idolatry, and Support 


of Polytheiſm, like that of the Pagans, when 


they call Feſus Chriſt a mere Creature, and 
yet pay him Religious Worſhip. | 
And truly, if this Argument move Grief 


and Indignation, it will fall heavy on the Arian 


Scheme, and not on my Argument: For 
tis that Scheme which repreſents the Bleſ- 
ſed Jeſus as an Inferior God, and thus brings 
him too near to the Rank of thoſe Inferior 
Gods or Heroes in the Senſe of the Hea- 


thens; whereas the Scripture places him in 


a vaſtly ſuperior Character, as God over All 
Bi ſſed for ever, and as One with God the Fa- 
tler; and though I believe from my Heart, 
that ſeveral of theſe Writers have a ſacred 
and x:0found Reverence for the Vie 

2 | efus, 


. 
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Jeſus, and- adore, and love, and truſt in 
him, yet this Inferior or Figurative Godhead 
(which is all they uſually allow him; and 
upon which they build his Worſhip) ſeems 
to bring him down too near to thoſe Ideas 
and Characters which the Heathens attribv- 
ted to their Inferior Gods, I am well per- 
fwaded,. that theſe Gentlemen abhor - tl e 
Thought of ſuch Indignity offer'd to our 
Bleſſed Lord, but their Opinion ſeems to 
draw ſuch Conſequences after it, and 'ris 
neither unfair nor unfriendly to give them 
a Hint of it. . 7 1 
To conclude this Part of the Argument, 
to prove the Everlaſting Obligation of this 
Command, to worſhip God only, I beg leave to 
tranſcribe a few Lines from Mr. Boyſe, in 
his excellent Vindication of the true Deity of 
our Bleſſed Saviour, pag. 142. Edit. Third. 
* Upon the whole, the Opinion and Pra- 
A ice of the Uiitarians plainly re-advances 
that Creature: M oſbip, which is one great 
* Deſign of the Chriſtian Religion to over- 


© turn and aboliſh. It undermines that 


* grand. Article of the Everlaſting Goſpel 
**. that was to be, preached to every Nation, aud 
* Kindred; and Tongue, and People; fear God, 
* and give Glory to him, for the Hour of bis 
„Judgment is come, and worſbip him that made 
* Heaven and Earth, and the Sea, and ile 
* Fountains of Waters, Rev. xiv. 6, 7. And 
this. it does by ſetting up as an Object of 
A „ 5 ” Reli- 
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the Divinity of Chrift, which is 


this Woſoip as God the Father himſelf has. 


Religious Worſhip a Creature, to whom 


_ © neither the Divine Perfefions nor Works 


* belong. ” | 
Thus I have confirmed this Argument for 
e from 
Religious Worſhip paid to him, by anſwering 
the Objection which ſuppoſes Religious Wor- 
ſhip not forbidden to a Creature under 
the New Teftament, though it was under 


the Old : And I think it is made pretty 


evident, that the ſame Prohibition ſtands 
ſtill in Force under the New Teſtament, 


and that the firſt Command obliges Chriſtians 


as well as Jews, (viz.) Thou ſhalt have no 
other Gods before me. And therefore if Chrift 
is a God, or an Object of Religious Worſhip, 


though he be another Perſon, yet he is not 


another God, but one and the ſame God with 
the Father, or the God of Iſrael, for we muſt 
have no other God but the God of Iſrael, 
we muſt not have Two Gods. £ 

A Second Objection which is uſed by the Re- 
finers of the Arian Scheme, againft the Ap- 


propriating all Religious 3 to God 


alone, is, that this Doctrine abſolutely pre- 
cludes God himſelf from all Right of appointing 
any Perſon to be ador d with any Religious Wor- 
ſhip at all, whatfoever exalted Station he may be 
raiſed to in the Divine Oeconomy, s he has 
true and eternal Godhead in him, that is, unleſs 
he has the ſame Inherent and Independent Right to 


Anſwer. 


* 
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Anſwer. Suppoſe it be granted, That this 
Doctrine does preclude it; but then let it 
be conſider d, tis God himſelf has preclu- 
ded it in his own Word, whence this our 
Doctrine is derived. I will not ſay, This is 
abſolutely precluded in the Nature of Things; 
but if God himſelf, in every Part of his 
Word, both in the Old and New Teſta- 
ment, has confin'd Religious Worſhip to him- 
ſelf as his own. Prerogative ; and rather than 
letany mere Creature be worſhipped, if he” 
condeſcends himſelf in the Peron of his- 
Son, or in Union with the Man Chriſt Je- 
ſus, to aſſume inferior Characters, and 
tranſact inferior Concerts in his own Oeco- 
nomical Kingdom, ſurely there is nothing in 
this which is abſurd or unſcriptural. It rather 
makes a Divine Grandeur run through all 
the Tranſactions of God with the Children 
of Men; and there is no Diſhonour done to 
the Sovereignty of God, by precluding him- 
ſelf by his own Counſels, and his own Re- 
' velations, from exalting any mere Creature to- 
be the Object of Religious Worſhip, | 
Now, that God has precluded all the 
mere created Beings, even of the inviſible 
World, from this Honour, ſeems naturally 
to be inferr'd from the Care and Solici- 
tude which God has ſhown in the Old Te- 
ſtament as well as in the New, to prevent 
Angels from receiving any Religious Worſhip 
from the Children of Men. And Dr. Wa- 
Had: E 4 terland 
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terland offers moſt ingenious and probable 
Reaſons for it. Defence I. Query X VI. page 
231, 232. Suppoſe fome exalted Creatures 
could know, hear, and relieve our Wants 
at any Diſtance; ſuppoſe they were ap- 
inted to bear ſome Rule over us, and ſup- 
poſe we thought it proper to reſpect, wor- 
ſhip, and adore them accordingly : © Bur 
* God's Thoughts are not our Thoughts ; he has 
* enter'd an expreſs Caveat and Prohibiti- 
on in the Cafe, Poſſibly he may appre- 
hend it to be more for his own Glory, 
and more for our Good, that our whole 
* Worſhip and Service be paid ro him than 
© a part only. Poſſibly he may know (ſuch 
e is Human Infirmity) that if any Part, or 
Kind, or Degree, of Religious Wor- 
** ſhip, was permitted to be given to Crea- 
** tures, ir might inſenſibly alienate ours 
Minds from the Creator; or eat out all 
*.our Reverence and Refpe& for God. 
Or, it may be, that while our Acknow- 
* ledgments are order'd to be paid to him, 
and to him alone, we may thereby be in- 
« duced to live more in Dependance on 
* him; become more immediately united to- 
him; and have the greater Love and 
© Efteem for him. He will not, perhaps, 
leave his Favours in the Hands, or in 
the Diſpoſal of his Creatures, leſt we 
* ſhonld forget whom we are principally. 
z- obliged to; or leſt we ſhould imagine, 
E * that 


* 
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that he is not always every where preſent 
*.to hear our P etitiohs, and to anſwer them, 


according to his awn good Pleaſure. Theſe, 


* or. a Thouſand better Reaſons; infinite 
_ * Wiſdom may have, for appropriating all 
Acts of Religious Worſhip to God, It is 
* ſufficient- for us to know that he has 


done it: And of this, Holy Scripture has 


ce given abundant Proof. Thus that lear ned 
Author. 5 ö od! 


Whereſoever Angels appear in Scriptures: 
both under the Jeuiſo and Chriſtian Qeco- 


nomy, you find them ſolicitous to forbid: 
the Worſhip of themſelves, unleſs where the 
Augel of the Covenant, or the Angel of Gad 
Preſence. appear d, i. e. the Miſſiab, in whom 
was the Name of God, and who aſſumed the 
Titles of Jehovah and the God of Iſrael, 
whom we generally believe to be the Lord 
Jeſus Chriſt himſelf. Morſbipping of Angels is 
a Thing utterly forbidden, and yet if the 
Angel of the Covenant was worſhipped, I can- 
not account for it any other way, but by. 


ſuppoſing the Angel who ſaid, I am Jehova, 


was really Jehovah, the only True God, or had 
the Fulneſi of the Godhead dwelling in him; h- 
was God manifeſt in the Burning Buſb, God, 
mani ſeſt in the Shecinah' before he was Go 
manifeſt in the Hieſb. . c 

There is a Third - Objeftion which they. 
bring againſt the Doctrine of the Hoiſbip of. 
Chriſt, founded on bis True and Eternal 

Lis E 5 God- 
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88 The Worſhip of Chrift Diſſ. Ill. 
Godhead; and *'tis this, That the Scripture 
never recommends the Worſhip of Chriſt upon 
this Account, nor ts there any one Inſtance where 
ft appears that he was worſhipped as the Su- 
preme God : The Scripture plainly puts it upon 
another Foot, (viz.) Becauſe the. Father hath 
committed all Judgment to him, therefore all 
Men muft honour him; becauſe God hath 
highly exalted him, and given him a Name 
above every Name, that at the Name of 
Jeſus every Knee ſhould bow, Cc. upon the 
Account of his Humiliation, and his Obedience 
to Death; becauſe God hath commanded,. 
ſaying, Let all the Angels of God worſhip him; 
and that the Lamb is worthy to receive Power 
and Glory, &e. becauſe he was ſlain, and has 
redeemed us to God, Now if his Godhead were 
the true Foundation of religious Worſhip, it 
is ſtrange (ſay they) that this only Foun- 
dation, this ſtanding, and eternal Ground 
of all that religious Worſnip, which we are 
bound to give to Chriſt, ſhould be ſo entirely 
overiook'd in all the Inſtances of it, and that 
the Worſhip of him ſhould be always put 

upon another Foot. Appeal, pag. 128, 129. 
Anſwer x. I think it is not ſtrictly true, 
that the Godhead of Chriſt is never mentioned 
in Seripture as the Ground of his Worſhip, 
Pſal. xiv. 6. Thy Throne, O God, is for ever 
and ever. And Per. 11. the Pſalmiſt ad- 
dreſſes the Church thus, He is thy Lord, and 
worſbip thou him. His Godhead and his m_ 
K * | | | 53 ip 
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hip are both mentioned before the Command g 


Worſhip. See alſo Pſal. xcvii. 1, Cc. 
Jehovah reigneth, let the Earth rejoice ; the 
Hills melted like Wax at the Preſence of the Lord, 
at the Preſence of the Lord of the whole Earth. 


The Heavens declare his Righteouſneſs, and all 
the People ſee his Glory. Confounded be all they 


that ſerve grauen Images, Wirſhip him all ye 
Gods, Now. both theſe Paſſages of Scripture 
are apply'd to Chriſt, Heb. i. 6, 8. When he 
bringeth his firſt begotten into the World he ſaith, 
Let all the Angels of God worſhip him: And un- 
to the Son he ſaith, Thy Throne, O God; is for 
ever and ever. See more in Pſal. cii; 15, 22, 
24. | Iſaiah viii. 13, 14, &c. as before, page 
70, or 71. Thus you ſee Chrift is called 7e- 
hovah and God in thoſe very Places where his 
Worſhip is required. That Text in Phil. ii. 
where the Human Nature of Chriſt ſeems to 


be taken into the complex Object of Wor- 


ſnip, as I ſhall ſhew. afterward, that very 
Text is borrow'd from Ha. xlv. 23. where 
God, the only True God, the juſt God and Sa- 
viour, is repreſented as the Object of Reli- 
gious Worſhip, and that upon the Account 
of his Godhead as well as of his Salba- 
tion: And therefore tis the ſame Godhead: 
that may lay a juſt Foundation for the 


Worſhip of Chriſt in thoſe very Places of - - 


Scripture in the New Teſtament, which re- 
1 — us to worſhip him as God- Man, or 
diator. | RM 
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go The Worſhip of Chrift Diſſ. III. 
See further, John vi. 23. where all Men 
are ordered to Honour the Son even as they Ho 
our the Father. There are ſome asses 
which ſeem to imply Godhead united to Man 
in the Context, (72 having Life in himſelf, 
raifing the Deud, doing whatſoever the Father 
dot h, &c. And if the laſt Verſes of Jude 
be a Doxolopy B n to Chrift; he is chere 
called the onfy worſe | a or Saviour, which is 
a ſufficient Grò unt for fach a Doxclogy. 
And I think the Reaſons which I have former- 
ly given for the Proof of this Expoſition, 
maintain a good Pegree of Strength ſtill, not- 
withſtanding what has been aid in Oppoſition 
to + Sts Tei HET EBAY 
Anſwer 2. Ns Gat are Tome Seriptures 
under the Ola Teſtament which demand the 
Wor ſhip of God the Fathey on the Account of 
his ben the One true God, Onmniſcient, Omni- 
potent, and the Creator of all Things $7 is \ 
there are other Seriptures which demand: 
the Worſhip of him upon the Aecount of 
the various Benefits which he has beſtowed 
upon Mrael, (vix.) becauſe he has brought 
them out of the Land Egypt and the Houſe 
Bondage, becaufe he has delivered and 
aved lem. he ts their "Redeemer nnd their 
Ling. It is the Divine Nature that ren- 
| 282 ders 
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* So tis ſaid in tle New > lament, Mig XIX, 1 2. 


Salvation, and Glory, and Honour, to the Lord 7 
| Go 
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Dill. III. founded on his Godhead. gx 
ders God the Father properly capable of Re- 
Iigious Worſhip acording to the Scripture, bu 
his various Benefits are ſtrong Reaſons and 
Obligations upon all Mankind, and: eſpecially 
upon his own People to worſhip him. Theſe 
Benefits don't add a neu Foundation for his 
Worſhip, but add xew Obligations upon Crea- 
tures to pay him Divine Adoration. | Theſe 
Benefits do alſo determine and model the. 
ſpecial Forms and Expreſſions of Worſhip, paid 
to God the Father: He is to be worſhipped, 
| becauſe he is God, but he is to be worſmpped: 
in this or that Form of Addreſs, i. e. as a 
Deli rerer, or Saviour, Cc. becauſe he reſcued 
and ſaved bis People: : De! 127 Me 134 : 
In like manner, as there are ſome Texts 
of Seripture which repreſent our Lord Je- 
ſus Chrift as God, and which in the ſame 
Place require or demand Religious Mirſbip for 
him, ſo there are other Places which ſhew 
us the Obligation that lye upon us to wor- 
ſhip:Chriſt Jeſus, and reveal to us the parti- 


1— fl. 


—_— 


God, for true and righteous are his Judgments, Rev. iy. 
11. Thou art worthy, O Lord, to receive Glory and Ho- 
nour, for thou haſt created all Things. Creation and, 
Iudgemnt,. Trith and Righteouſmeſs, ave the Reaſons er. Mo- 
tives giver ſor be worſbip of tbe father : But hit Divinity 
ſtands as ibe Foundation ef Worſhip; ubate ver particular 
Operations may be aſſigned as the Reaſons and Motives of 
it. & Chriſt may be ſaid to be wonbipped becauſe be is 
Creator as well as Judge, ohn i. 3. John v. 22, 23. yet 
bis Dwlnity lies at #he Bottom to ſiport lit. 
41 cular 
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eulay Forms and Language of Worſhip in which 
we ſhould” addreſs him, (viz.) as the Lamb 


that was ſlain and has vedeemed us ; as he that 
was obedient to the Death, and died for us, 


and redeemed us to God with his Blood. Tho 


it is his Deity ſtill that renders him capable 
of religious Adoration, yet ſome of the Rea- 
fons and Moti ver why ' we' worſhip him, are; 
ewig from what his Human Nature has 

eee e ene khr; 


Ik is a frequent Thing with the Scripture | 
to repreſent our Obkgations to Duty as deri- 


ved from the Benefits we receive; and to re- 
preſent the Objeti of. our Worſhip rather in his 
elation to us, and our Dependance upon 
him, than in his own Metaphyſical Nature 
and Incomprehenſible Eſſence: And fince- 


the Scripture has dealt thus in Relation to 


God the Father, and his Worſhip, no Wonder 
that it ſpeaks the ſame ſort of Language 


with Regard to Jeſus Chrift when he is'reveal- 


ed as the Object of our Worſhip. We praiſe: 
God the Father becauſe he has created us, 


Pſal. c. and the Son, becauſe he redeemed us, 


„ . 
But that I may give the OHection its full 


Weight and Force, it may be reply'd here, 
That not only eur Obligation to — * Chriſt, 


but” even his Right to receive our Worſhip,  ſeems- 
to be given him by the Father, upon the Account of 
his Humili ation and Obedience to Death; eſpeci- 
ally in that famous Scripture, Phil. i. 778. 9. 
A | . 


— 
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He took upon him the Form of a Servant; 
he was found in the Likeneſs of Men; he 
humbled himſelf and became obedient to 
the Death, even the Death of the Croſs : 
Wherefore God alſo hath highly exalted him, 
and given him a Name above every Name, 
that at the Name of Jeſus every Knee ſhould 
bow, @c. 3.86. | 07. ballat 
To this I anſwer, that in this Paſſage the 
Scripture ſeems to have a peculiar Reference 
to the Exatkation of the Human Nature 4 | 
to become Part of the complex Olject of Wirſbip 
in Union with the Divine, Now this was an 
Honour of which the Man Jeſus ſeems ut- 
terly uncapable, accordimgto Scripture, had 
he not been united to God. I fay therefore, 
this Text ſpeaks of the Worſhip of Chriſt 
as Man in Union with Deity, and that not on- 
ly becauſe of the Appropriation of all Reli- 
gious Worſhip to God, but the very Lan- 
guage in which this Worſhip of Chrift is ex- 
preſs'd by the Apoſtle, is taken from Ia. xlv. 
23. where the true God or Jehovah aſſumes this 
Worſhip ; and the Citation of it by St. Paul, 
both here and in Rom. xiv. proves the Godhead 
of Chriſt. But when this Man who is united to 
God, had thus humbled himſelf, then the Fa- 
ther ordain'd him publickly to receive his 
proper Share of that Religious Honour 
which is paid to God-Man, or God dwelling. 
in Human Nature. Then he was exalted as 
Cod- Man and Mediator, to be ador d oy all 
21151 e ' Men; 
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Men: He might be worſhipp'd before as G 
in his Divine Robes (if I may ſo expreſs it) 
but now he muſt be worfhipp'd'in his Media- 
torial Robes; in his Garments of Fleſh and- 
Blood. The publick Right of the Man Jeſus 
to Religious Waorſbip, as Part of the Com- 
ex Perſon of the Mediator, is here mani- 
feſted to the World, as a Reward of his 
Sufferings. This ſeems to be the preciſe 
Meaning of the ue in this Place, as far 
as Iam capable of penetrating into it. 
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tome may complain that I ſpeak without Caution here in 
calling the Man peſus @ Part of the complex Perſon of aur 
Mediator, . becauſe tbe Godhead of Chrilt :s uſually deſcribed 
41 a compleat Perſon, and the: Human Nature or Man it 
reckoned only an Adjunct or 18 to the ſecond Perſon in 
zhe Tvinity. I do nat attempt bere to refute this Correctiun, 
nor epill I inſiſt ubon the Uſe of the Word Part, if the Word 
Adjunct or Appendix vill better ſerye the various Deſigns 
of this Doctrine. vt it may not be amiſs io cite Mr. Bax» 
ter on "this Occaſion, in hir Paraphraſe en Col. i. 16, 17. 
The Orthodox hold that Chriſt hath only two Natures in 
one Perſon, the Divine and Human. And of theſe the 
ſubtle Philoſophers ſay, That his Human Nature is no 
Part of his Perſon, but an Adjunct, becauſe God cannot 
be a Part. But others avoid this, as dangerous. Thus you © 
fee in Mr. Baxter's Opinion, ſome of the Orthodox ink 7 
dangerous to deny the Human Nature of 77 1 ro he a Part 
of his Perſon.” And Turrettine conſeſſes it to be a Part of tbe 
Perſon of the Mediator, tho tis but an Adjunct of the Logos 
or Word, or ſecond Perſon of the Trinity, Theolog, Loc. 13. 
Qu. 6, 7. And after all, I think, this Diſpute would be a 
mere Logomachy. a 1 
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But the Anſwer made to this preſent 0b- 
jection as well as to others drawn from John 
v. 22, 23. will denive further Force and Evi- 
dence from the following Propofitions, - \ = 
Prop. VII. De Godbead of Chriſt hath aſ- 
ſumed the Man Jefus into an unſpeakable aud 
moſt intimate Union with it ſelf, which is ge- 
nerally called an hypoftatical or perſonal 
Union. | nnn oF 73 
Ihe Scripture ſeems to expreſs this in ſe- 
 veral Places, as when Chrift is called God ma- 
wifeſt in the Fleſh, 1 Tim. iii. 16. when the 
Mord, who was God, is ſaid to be made Fleſh, 
John i. 1, 14. He who was of the Seed of Da- 
vid aſter the Fleſh, is over all God Bleſſed" for 
ever, Rom. ix 3. m hivedwells all the Fulneſs 
of the Godhead bodily, Col: ii. 9. Theſe Scrip- 
tures have been ſufficiently explain'd, and 
this Propofition confirmed ſo far, that I ſhall 
not imploy my ſelf any further in it here. 
Prop. VIII. The compleat Perſon of our Lord 
Jeſus Chriſt, or God-Man, is à proper and ap- 
pointed Object of the Chriſtian Worſhip. ' © 
 'Tho' the Divinity of Chriſt is the ſole 
* Foundatiqn of theſe Honours, yet when this 
Divinity has put on Human Nature, and 
received it into a Perſonal Union with it ſelf, 
in order to become a proper Mediator be- 
tween God the Father and Mankind, then 
the whole Perſon God-Man may receive the 
Worſhip, and ſtand intitled to the Religious 
Herr... I my 
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96 The Worſhip of Chriſt Dil. III. 
I am fo far from being ſingular in this 
Sentiment, that it might be eaſily ſhewn to be 
the Opinion of a great Part of our Proteſtant 
Writers. 'The Name of Turrettine is well 
known in the learned World: In his I»ſti- 
zutions of Theology, Loc. 14. Queſt. 18. Sect. 10. 
he determines the Human Nature of Chri/# 
to be the inſeparable Adjun& of the Di- 
* vine Nature in the Matter of Adoration, 
and that it is ador'd together with the 
Word. And in Sec. 12. he allows the 
* whole Mediator or God- Man to be ador'd, 
- © tho' the Human Nature be not the for- 
mal and terminative Object of Worſhip. 
* Set. 14. Adoration does not more confound 
* the two Natures of Chriſt, and the Ho- 
* nour due to them, than Faith does; for 
* as it regards Chriſt, both God and Man, di- 
* ſtinaly in one Perſon, fo it attributes to 
him according to both Natures that which 
belongs to him. Sec. 15. Tho' the Human 
** Nature or Fleſh of Chriſt is not ador d by 
* it ſelf, or for it ſelf, yet tis truly ſaid to be 
* ador'd in the Word, with whom it is per- 
** fonally united. And in Sect. 11. Tho 
© *ris the Deity alone that makes the Perſon 
* of God-Man adorable, yet Chriſt. as Medi- 
* ator muſt be ador'd, and various Motives 
7 to worſhip him are drawn from his Medi- 
ration, 4 - 


Dr. Owes is of the ſame Mind. See his 


=p Freatiſe of the Perſon of. Chriſt, Pag. His 
„„ 2 
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e His Divine Nature is the proper formal 
« Obje& of our Faith, but the intire Perſon 
* as God and Man is the immediate Object of 
« it. We believe in him becauſe he is God; 
* but we believe in him as he is God and 
% Man in one Perſon. All of Chrift is conſi- 
* der'd and glorify'd in this acting of Faith 
* on him, and the Benefits of his Mediation 
« are the ſpecial Motives thereunto. Page 
* 322. The Human Nature of Chriſt in his 
* Divine Perſon, and together with it, is the 
Object of all Divine Adoration and Wor- 
* ſhip. Rev. v. 13. All Creatures whatever 
* do for ever aſcribe Bleſſing, Honour, Glory, 
% and Power unto the Lamb, in the ſame Man- 
© ner as unto him who fits on the Throne. But 
© no other Creature either is, or ever can 
© be exalted into ſuch a Condition of Glo- 
„ry, as to be the Object of any Divine 
* Worſhip. * * | 
I muſt confeſs there are ſome few Writers 
that imagine it is the pure Godhead of Chriſt 
alone is the ſingle Object of Worſhip; and 
they are afraid to allow the united Human Na- 
ture to be conſidered as a Part of the c 
Perſon worſhipped, leſt Worſhip ſhould ſeem 
to be given to any Thing that is not God. I 
muſt own, that in treating Matters ſo ſublime 
we ought to be well upon our Guard, left 
while we would pay juſt Honour to the Man 
Jeſus, we ſhould take away ſome of the juſt 
Prerogatives of his Godhead : But on the other 


Hand, 


r 


Hand, we muſt learn what Worthip we ought 
to pay to Chriſt from the Scripture it ſelf, 
fince it is a Matter of pure Revelation ; and 
I ſhould not readily allow the Man Jeſus to 
be taken into the complex Object of Wor- 
Tp, if the Scripture it ſelf did not ſeem to, 
lead me to it, by the following Conſidera- 
tions. | i, | 
Conſideration I. The Worſhip of the com- 
plex Perſon of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt is repre- 
ſented as an appomted Worſhip, and that 
_ * parthas an Honour beſtow'd upon him by 
the Father, by way of Recompence for his 
Sufferings, Phil. ii. 9. Therefore God hath highly. 
exalted him, and given him à Name which is. 
above every Name. Now the pure Godhead of 
Chriſt never did or could ſuffer; that is and 
always was worthy of our Religious Wor- 
. hip, had it, never aſſumed Human Nature, 
had Chriſt never been obedient to the Death, 
and never redeemed us. But the Human Na- 
ture may become Part of the complex Object 
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" * Twfe the cword Partly to heco, that the Man Jeſus in Uni- 
on <vith Godhead, might be appointed to be ador'd at his 
Incarnation or before, and yet he might hade a ſurther Claim 
zo it given him upon bis Death and Reſurrection, and thus it 
may be ſaid, Therefore God hath highly exalted him, 
Phil. in, c. even as Jeſus was belaved of God alcvayt, 
and yet be himſelf ſays, Therefore doth my Father love 
me, becauſe I lay down my Life and take it again, Fob» 
2. | 5 i . 
| of 
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of Worſhip, by the Appointment and Gift 
of the Father, parth upon the Account of its 
Sufferings. The Man was firſt united to 
Godhead with this very View and Deſign, that 
he ſhould ſuffer and dye; and as his Union 
to Godhead xenders him capable of Religious 
Honour, ſo his Sufferings and Death may 
be appointed in the Counſels of God to lead 
the Way to his actual Enjoyment of it, or to 
ſome higher Degrees of it. 
Confideration II. "Tis the Mediator Chriſt 
Fs who is worſhipped under his Character 
s Mediator. Now this Office or Character 
includes his Human Nature as well as his 
Divine: Nay, it has a peculiar Reſpect to 
his Human Nature, as St. Paul tells Timothy, 
for there is one God, and one Mediator between 
God and Man, the Man Chriſt Jeſus, 1 Tim. ii. 
| 5. The Honour is paid to the Lamb that was 
lain, in the midſt of the Throne; and the hea- 
venly Spirits worſhip him becauſe he has ful- 
filled the Office of a Mediator, and redeemed 
them to God with his Blood, Rev. v. The Man 
Jeſus is appointed the Fudge of the World, Acts 
xvii. 31. and all Men are therefore obliged to 
honour him as they honour the Father, becauſe he 
is the Son of Man; that is, the Meſſiah, with a 
Connotation of his Manhood, John vi. 23, 27. 
"Tis as Mediator we are to believe or truſt in 
him, and to call upon him: Tis as God-Man 
and Mediator, that dying Stephen committed 
his Soul to him, for he ſaw him with his Eyes. - 


Chriſte... 
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Chriſt requires us to believe on him as the 


Means or Method of obtaining Salvation: 
Now tis not his pure Godhead, but the Perſon 


God-Man who has purchaſed Salvation, and 
who is exalted to beſto it, and therefore we 


Muſt truſt in this Perſon, and call upon him 


under this Character as God- Mau. 
Confideration III. The very Actions and 
Sufferings of his Human Nature are chiefly 


mentioned in ſome of thoſe Places where Ho- 


nour and Worſhip are not only appointed to 
him by the Father, but actually given him 
by the Saints. When the Apoſtle had de- 


ſcribed him as Man, the Son of Man, or the 
Second Adam, Heb. ii. 9. he adds, Ve ſee Je- 
Jus who was made a little lower than the Angels, 
for the Suffering of Death crowned with Glory and 


Honour ; accordingly this Honour and 
this Glory which he obtained by his Death 

is paid him in Heaven, and ought to be paid 
him on Earth, Heaven is full of this Wor- 
ſhip, and tis repreſented as given tothe Lamb 


by the whole Creation, Rev. v. 13. and parti- 


cularly by Saints, and ſomtimes by Angels, 
ver. 8, 9, 10, 11, 12. Worthy is the Lamb that 
was ſlain, to receive Honour and Power, Rev. v.13. 
To him that has loved us, and waſhed us in his 
Blood, be Glory and Dominion for ever, Rev. i. 
Becauſe he was obedient to the Death of the Croſs, 
therefore the Father has appointed that ever) 


" Knee ſhall bow to him, Phil. ii. 


Now 


Diſſ. III. founded on his Godhead. 10x 
Nor if theſe three Confiderations are put 
together, they ſeem to give a ſufficient Con- 
firmation of the Sentiments of thoſe two 
great Men, Dr. Owen and Profeſſor Turrettine 
in this Point, (viz.) That the whole complex 
Perſon of Chriſt both God and Man, is the true 
Object of our Worſhip. el v2 

Object. But how can it be that the Divin 

Nature or Godhead can be the only Foundation of 
Worſhip, and yet Jeſus Chriſt be worſhipped as 
a complex Perſon God and Man? Is not this an 
Allowance of religious Worſhip to be given to a 
Creature as well as to God ? 

 » Anſwer. "Tis the compleat Perſon who is the 
proper Object of Worſhip ; the Man could 
never be worſhipped, if he were not alſo 
God. But when Godhead aſſumes a Creature 
into ſo near a Union as to make one Perſon 
with it ſelf, the religions Honour may be paid 
to the whole Perſon, without allowing religious 
Honour to be paid to any mere Creature *. 
This may be explain'd by an Example or 

two, whereby we may learn that what be- 

longs 


* 
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* When I ſpeak in any of my Writings of Worſhip- 
ping that which is not God, and call it Idolatry, 7 
deſire to be underſtood in this Senſe ( viz.) Worfhipping 
that which has not true Godhead belonging to it, at 
leaſt as a Part of the compounded Being or Perſon, For 
though the Human Nature of Chriſt 7s not true God, yet 
"tis evorſvipped, not in and by it ſelf, but in and with the 
aeg and as a Part F the complex Perſen of the Me- 

lalor. | 


102 The Worſhip of Chrift Dil, UI. 


| longs not to any ſingle Nature in itdelf, may 
come to belong to it in Union with another 
Nature. ö i 5 5 3 | Fi 

We may borrow one Example from Scrip- 
ture, 1 John i. 1, 2, 3. The Word of God, the 
 #rernal Life which wa with the Father, is ſaid 

to be ſeen, and heard, and handled,” Now if 


we take this Logos or Word in any Senſe what- 


ſever, it certainly ſignifies a moſt exalted 
Spiritual Being,” and in it ſelf it is not capa- 
ble of being ſeen, being heard, being handled; 


So a mere Creature, conſider d in it ſelf, is not 


capable of religious Worſhip. But when this 
Logos 1s united to Fleſh and Blood, then it 
makes one complex Perſon, and thus it is ſeen, 
it is heard, it is handled : So the Man Jeſus 
being united to Godhead makes one complex 
Perſon, and thus receives its Share of Ho- 
nour in the. Worſhip paid to the Perſon of 
Chriſt. Yet ſtill the Foundatiok of religious 
Worſhip lies only in the Godhead, to which 
the Man Jeſus is united, even as the Fun- 
dation of corporeal Attributes, ſeeing, hearing, 
handling, lies only in Fleſh and Blood, to 
which the Loges or Divine Mord is united. 

But there is another Example or Similitude 
which perhaps comes nearer to the Subject, 
and, I think, makes it evident beyond Ex- 
ception, how the Divinity of Chriſt may be the 
only Foundation of religious Worſhip, and yet 


the Man Jeſus may be aſſumed into a Kind 
of Partnerſhip. Let us ſurvey and compare it 


in 


TOE 2 


Err —_—— s _ 
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in theſe ſeveral ſucceſſive Views. (1.) Sup- 
poſe a Human Spirit, in the World of ſepa- 

rate Spirits, had ſome intellectual Excellen- 
cies above its Fellow Spirits, it might receive 
Human Honours upon this Account : So was 
the Godhead of Jeſus Chriſt Supreme in the 
inviſible World, and received Religious Ho- 
nours. (2.) Suppoſe this excellent Human Spi- 
rit aſſumed a beautiful and graceful Body into 
Union with it ſelf, then this whole Human 
Perſon might not only receive Human Honours, 
upon the Account of its intellectual Excellen- 
cies, but it might receive Addreſſes of Hu- 
man Honour, becauſe of its Beauty and graceful 
Figure or Motion: So the Godhead of Chriſt 
having afſumed the Man Jeſus into Union 
with it ſelf, this whole Perſon might nor only 
receive Religious Honours upon the Account 
of its Divine Perfections, but alſo on the 
Account of the Characters, Graces, Obe-. 
dience, and Sufferings of the Man Jeſus. 
Such Honours are frequently paid to Chriſt. 
in Scripture. ' And yet further, as ſome, of 
the particular Forms of Addreſs made to this 
ſuppoſed whole Human Perſon, may be derived 
trom ſome ſpecial Properties, or graceful 
Motions of the Body; ſo ſome of the parti- 
cular Forms of Addreſs made to the whole Perſon 
of Chriſt, are derived from the Actions and 
Sufferings of his Manhood. The ſcriptural. 
Examples of Worſhip paid to Chriſt manifeſt 
this. 
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this.(3.) The Geſtures of Human Honour, ſuch 


or any other Repreſentation of Things : 


oo 


as Bowing the Head or the Knee, together with the 
Acclamations or Songs of Human Praiſe which 
are paid to this ſuppoſed Human Perſon, may 
be ſeen and heard with agreeable Senſations 


by the Human Body as an Animal, as well as 


noticed and accepted by the Human Spirit uni- 
ted to it: So the Religious Honours which are 
paid to Chrift may be ſeen and heard, or 
known and obſerved by the Man Jeſus with 


ſpecial Satisfaction, as well as they are noti- 


ced and accepted by the Indwelling Godhead 
united to him. (4.) Yet the beautiful and 
graceful Body conſidered apart from the Hu- 
man Soul, 1s not capable of Human Honours, 
even as the Man Jeſus apart from the Deity 
is not capable (according to Scripture) of 
Religious Honours, (5.) Therefore the whole 


Foundation of Human Honours paid to this 


united Soul and Body, this complex Human 


Perſon, lies in the intelligent Nature, or the 
Soul: So the whole Poundation of Religious 


Honours paid, or payable, to this united God 
and Man, this complex Perſon of Chriſt, lies 
in the Divine Nature or Godhead, tho' ſome 
ſpecial Reaſons, Motives, and Forms of 
Addreſs may be borrowed from this Human 
Nature. | | | 

I know there may be a great deal of Me- 
taphyfical Controverſy raiſed to perplex this, 


But 
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But if we will attend to this Illuftration, I 1 
think it ſets the whole Matter of the Wor- 
ſhip of Jeſus Chrift, God-Man, in a fair 
and eaſy Light; and yet at the ſame Time 
maintains the Foundation of Religious Worſhip 
payable to Chriſt to be laid in his Divine 
Nature. | 

Now, if we conſider the Worſhip of Chriſt 
as God-Man and Mediator in this manner of 
Repreſentation, it gives a natural and eaſy 
Solution to many Difficulties that have been 
propoſed. | 

Particularly that Obje&ion derived from 
John v. 22, 23. The Father has committed all 
Judgment to the Son, that all Men might honour 
the Son as they honour the Father, Here ſome 
have ſaid, * It were a moſt abſurd Interpre- 
* tation, That the Father has committed all 
judgment to my Human Nature, that Men 
might honour my Divine Nature; for the 
Divine Nature receives nothing hereby, 
* and is adorable on a much higher Reaſon 
/* without it. Certainly the ſame Subject ts 
* intended to be honour'd, which is inveſted 
with Authority from God, (viz.) The Son 
" of Man. 4 A” 

Anſw, This is granted, that tig the ſame 
Sulject receives Authority and receives Honour; 
and it is no abſurd Interpretation to ſay, the 
Father has committed all Judgment to my 
Human Nature being united to the Divine 

F 2 _ Which 
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(which Union makes me capable of this Of- 
fice) that Men might honour my Human Na- 
ture in Union with the Divine (which Union 
renders the whole complex Ferfon capable 
of this Honour or Adoration.) Though 
this Objection might alſo be anfwer'd ano- 
ther Way, as Dr. Vaterland, Defence II. 
Q. 16. p. 381. Chriſt is not worſhipped be- 
cauſe God committed judgment to him, but 
God committed it to him for this Purpoſe, 
that Men might know the Divinity of his 
Perſon, and thereupon worſhip him, Bur 
in this Solution of the Difficulty, both the 
Office and the Worſhip ſeem: to be. attri- 
buted alone to the Divine Nature of Chriſt, 
and therefore I rather chuſe the former So- 
lotion. 7 | 
A further Inquiry will ariſe here, H/hether 
the Human Nature of Chriſt ſhares in the Divine 
Honours that are paid to his Perſon; 75 
Anuſu. Divine Honour or Worſbip may ſigni- 
fy, either Honour paid to a Divine Perſon, 
or elſe an Acknowledgment of Divine Perſecti- 
ons. In the firſt Senſe the Human Nature may 
ſhare in Divine Worſhip, in the ſecond it can- 
not ſo properly. Bur, | 
Io anſwer this more particularly, let us 
remember, that the Religious Honours which 
are paid to the Perſon of Chriſt, may be 
conſider d either as the Aſeription of Divine 
Perfections and Operations to him, or as 
| | . 1 the 


Diff, III. founded on his Godhead. 107 


the Aſcription of Human Graces, Perfections, 
Kindneſſes, Operations, or Sufferings, or as 
the Aſcription of Mediatorial Offices, Opera- 
tions and Benefits, which are the Reſult of 
both Divine and Human Natures. | 
Now I grant the Human Nature diſtinci/ 
confider'd, can't directly ſhare in the Aſerip- 
tions of Divine Perfection, (though it may 
receive ſenſible Pleaſure in ſeeing Divine 
Honours paid to the Godhead.) But the Hu- 
man Nature conſidered as a part of the complex 
Perſon' of Chriſt, may receive its Share of the 
Aſcription both of Human and Mediatorial 
Characters and Operations to this complex Per- 
Fon, and derive a ſenfible Satisfaction thence. 
For as we can't ſuppoſe, that the Human 
Nature of Chriſ in this exalted State can be 
utterly ignorant of the Knees that bow to 
his Perſon, and the Tongnes confeſſing that 
he is Lord; ſo the Man Jeſus cannot chooſe 
but have a ſacred Reliſh and Complacency 
in theſe Honours, as a Reward of his Suf- 
ferings, always' referring them to the final 
Glory of the Divine Nature. ¶ Jeſus Chrift be 
worſhipped as the Lamb that was ſlain, ane 
his Human Nature takes Cognizance of 
theſe Addreſſes, it cannot but receive its 
own Share of Satisfaction from this Know- 
ledge. e 4 | | 
If this Propoſition want further Illuſtration, 
let us try if the 9 Suppoſition will do 
3 it. 


af < . 
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Suppoſe God himſelf were clothed with a 
Rebe of Light which had Intelligence or Con- 
ſciouſneſs in it; ſuppoſe in our Addreſſes to 
God thus array'd with Light, we ſhould be 
Tequir d to make honourable mention of 
that Veſture of Glory which ſurrounded him; 
might not this intellectual Glory be faid to re- 
ceive Honour or Worſhip from us, as _ 
der'd in Union with the Indwelling Deir 
And might it not take Cognizance of t i 
Honour with Delight and juſt Approbati- 
on? Yet this intellectual Glory, this conſcious 
Light, would by no means be a proper Object 
of any ſuch Honours in it fel but merely 
by Virtue of the Indwelling God: And 3 
Degree of Honour or Satisfaction whi 
received would redound ta the Glory God 
himſelf who dyelt in the midſt of it. Thus 
God dwelling in the Manhood of Chriſt, as in 
a Veſture or Tabergaele, is worſhipped by 
Men; and ſome , 75 the Addreſſes he re- 
ceives are paid to him expreſly as incarnate, 
and thus t Manhood i 1s conſcious of, and 
| receives its on appointed Share of the Ho- 
nour. 
But theſe Thoughts lead me on to the next 
Propoſetion. 
Prop. IX. Since the Deſign sf the Union of God 
and Man in one Perſon, was to render Chriſt a fit 
Mediator, therefure the Worſhip that is paid him 
may be * d either 6s Ultimate, ** as 
k E 
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Mediatorial,' and it may in ſome Senſe be called 
either Supreme, or Subordinate. | 
Religious Worſhip may be conſidered with 
Relation to its Foundation, which renders. 
the Object capable of it, and in this Senſe 
it may be always called Supreme, for no Per- 
ſon who has not true and proper Godhead 
can demand Religious Worſhip. 

But when Moſbip is contider'd with Rela- 
tion to its End or De/izn, or has a peculiar 
reſpect to the Charatter of Chriſt as Mediator; 
then it may ſometimes be called Mediatorial 
or Subordinate, for when Chriſt is worſhipped 
in his Mediatorial Capacity, the Den is, 
that he may fulfil fome Mediatory Office for 
us, in order to bring us to God and Heaven, 
or 'tis to give him Thanks that he has 
done it. | 

Again, if the Worſhip of Chriſt be con- 
fider'd with Regard to the Forms or Modes 
of Addreſs, it may, perhaps, be call'd either 
Ultimate and Supreme, or Mediatorial and 
Subordinate. *Twas Supreme and Ultimate 
when he was worſhipp'd in his Appearances 
to the Patriarchs as God Almighty ; tis the 

ſame when we pay himghe Honour of Divine 
Perfections reſiding in:hiy even the ſame 
Divine Perfections whickirare in the Father, 
and ſay, Glory be to thy Nan, O Jeſus, who at 
over All God bleſſed for ever. But it may be 
called Mediatorial and Subordinate when we. 


1 truſt 


\ 


' 
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truſt in him, or intreat him to bring us near 
to God, when we call upon his Name to be- 
ſtow on us the Grace and Gifts he has re- 
ceived of the Father-for us, or when we af- 
cribe Honour to him who has waſh'd us in 
his Blood, and reconciled us to God. | 
Chriſt conſidered explicitely as the Second 
Perſon of the Trinity, or conſidered as God 


incarnate, perhaps has not always ſuch Ho- 


nours paid to him in Scripture as are Supreme 
and Ultimate in the higheſt and divineſt 
Senſe. But this is not 2 want of Dignity 
or Deity in his complete Perſon, but becauſe 


Chriſt, the ſecond Perſon, or incarnate, is 


rather repreſented as a Mediator in the New 
Teſtament: And according to the Oecono- 
my of the Goſpel, the Forms of Worſhip 
paid to him under this Character, are rather 
Medi atorial and Subordinate : Whereas the 
Forms of Ultimate and Supreme Worſhip are 
generally appropriated to God in the Perſon 
of, the Father, as ſuſtaining in that Oeco- 
nomy the Dignity and State of Supreme 
. 5 . 

J confeſs, that in my Book of the Trinity | 
have followed ſome great Writers, and al- 
Jow'd no different Sorts or Degrees of Reli- 


gi us Worſhip mentioned in Scripture, nor 


any ſcriptural Difference between Supreme 
and Subordizate Religions Worſhip. In fo 


Cublime and ſo difficult a Subject we are too 


ready 
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ready to follow the Phraſes and Language of 
Great Writers without a due Examination: 
I beg leave here to correct thoſe Expreſſions, 
and to explain my ſelf according to the Di- 
ſtinction which I have now propoſed. I 


know of no- Subordinate Wirſhip in Scripture 


with regard to the Foundation of it, or that 


which renders the Object capable of Religious 
Worſhip ; this is the Senſe in which I meant all 
Worſhip is Supreme, that is, it admits no 
Perſon to be the Object of it who is not 
God; but there may be Mediate or Subordi- 
nate Forms of Worſhip paid to him that is 
true God, when in Union with an inferior 
Nature he condeſcends to take upon him the 
Form or Character of a Mediator. a 

All the Expreſſions of Scripture which re- 
preſent our Coming to the Father by Jeſus Chriſt, 
or Praying to the Father in his Name, or giving 
Thanks to God in the Name of Jeſus Chriſt, 
and offering the Sacrifice of Praiſe by him, that 
God in all Things may be glorify'd through Jeſus 
Chriſt. This Language ſeems to ſignify Me- 
diate and Subordinate Worſhip, that is, Re- 


ligious Honour paid to ſeſus Chriſt as Me- 


diator, in order to make us and our Servi- 
ces acceptable to God the Father. And 
when the Man Chriſt Jeſus is ſaid to be ex- 
alted, that at the Name of Jeſus every Kuee 
ſhould bow, and every Tongue confeſs, that Chriſt 
is Lord, to the Glory of * the Futher, it ſeems 
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to imply this Mediate or Subordinate Worſhip, 
i. e. as to the ſpecial Purpoſe and Deſign of it, 
though at the ſame Time this very Man 
Chrift Jeſus is united to the Divine Nature, 
and by that Means render'd capable of be- 
ing worſhipped as part of the complex Per- 
ſon God- Man. ' 8 | 
There are two or three Senſes in which it 
may be ſaid that Chriſt Jeſus is worſhipped to the 
Glory of the Father. fb” 
i. As God the Father, or the Godhead 
ſubſiſting in the Perſon and Character of 
the Father, ſuſtains the Dignity of Supreme 
God and Soyereign Lord and Governor in the 
Qeconomical Kingdom, as he maintains the 
Rights and Majeſty of the Divine Nature, 
and tranſacts all its Affairs through his Son 
Jeſus Chriſt as a Divine Medium; in this 
Senſe, though the Divine Nature to which 
the Man Jeſus Chriſt is united be the ſame 
with that in the Father, yet as it ſubſiſts in 
the Perſon and Character of the Futher, it 
aſſumes Supremacy, and all Things are done 
to its Glory; and all that the Man Jeſus 
does, or enjoys, is to the Glory of the Father, 
though the ſame united Godhead capacitates 
him for theſe Actions, Honours, or En joy- 
ments. | e (ol 
2. When Chriſt is worſhipp'd, *tis to the 
Glory of the Father, becauſe it is God the Father 
has appointed this Union of the Man Feſus 
L 


Y 
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to the Divine Nature, whereby as a part of 
the complex Perſon of the Mediator he is 


made the Object of Religious Worſhip. And, 


3. As our Addreſſes to Jeſus Chriſt as Me- 
diator, or God-Man, are performed by us 
with this Defign, that we may glorify the 


Perſon of God the Father, or the Divine Na- 


ture in the Character of Supreme Majeſty 


and Godhead. | 
Now that all this may be done without In- 


jury to the Sacred Doctrine of God alone being 


the proper or fundamental Object of Worſhip, I 
ſhall attempt to explain by this Similitude. 
Suppoſe the uſual and peculiar Honour paid 
to Roman Emperors were Proſtraticn ; ſup- 
poſe the Emperor Conſtautine and his Son poſ- 


ſeſs d a complete equal Share in the Empire, 


and ſuppoſe Caius a common Soldier had of- 
fended Conſtantine the Father; then his Son 
puts on the Garments of a common Sol- 
dier, makes a Viſit to Cains in the Army, 


and promiſes him, to become a Mediator with 


his Father to reconcile him to the offending 


Soldier Caius, Upon this View Caius falls 
proſtrate, and pays the Sou Imperial Ho- 
nours, and intreats him to fulfil this Work 
of Mediation, or gives him Thanks for 
what he has done in it: He alſo addreſſes 
Conſtantine the Father with Proſtration, or 
Imperial Honours, but comes in the Name 
ol his Sen, and for his ſake is admitted into 

| ' I Fa- 


114 TheForſhip of Cbriſt Diſſ. III. 
Favour. The Son here receives Imperial 
Honour becauſe he is ſtill Emperor, which is 
the Foundation of it; yet the Honour is but 
Medi atori al and Subordinate, becauſe the De- 
ſign of it is to draw near to the Father by the 
Son. Conſtantine the Father always receives 
| Imperial Honours from Caius, . which are 
Ultimate and Supreme, for he ſuſtains the 
Dignity and Majeſty of Empire. The Son, 
though equal in the Empire, yet receives 
medi ate Honours, becauſe he condeſcends to 
be a Mediator: And yet the Manner in which 
Caius pays theſe mediate Honours, (viz.) 
Proſtration, is Supreme and Imperial, or ſhows 
the Son to be an Emperor too. 

Thus the Divine Nature, as fubſiſting in 
God the Father, receives only Supreme and 
Ultimate Honour from us Sinners : But God, 
as veſted with Human Nature, or the Man 
Jeſus united to Godhead, receives Mediatory 
Honours, becauſe the Deſign of our Ad- 
_ dreſs to him is to reconcile us to God the 
Father : Yet theſe Mediatory Honours are 
Divine, and paid to him in a religious Man- 
ner, ſo as at the ſame Time to acknowledge 
his Communion in the Divine Nature, and 
bis Oneneſs with God the Father. The 
Perſon of Chriſt is Partaker of Religious and 
Divine Honours ; Supreme, if you conſider 
the Foundation of them, but Mediate, or Sub- 
ordinate, if you conſider the Deſign of them. 


Diſſ. III. founded on bis Godhead. 115 
I am very unwilling, in writing on this 
ſacred Subject of Divine Worſhip, to oppoſe 
ſo great and excellent a Defender of the 
Divinity of Chriſt as Dr. Waterland, He 
utterly denies, indeed, all mediate or ſubor- 
dinate Worſhip, yet let it be noted that he 
allows Chriſt to be worſhipped under the 
Character and Office of Mediator; but ſince 
as Mediator he is God as well as Man, he 
maintains tis Divine Morſbip is paid him 
under all his Offices. He is a Divine 
* Mediator, a Divine Prieft, a Divine Pro- 
„ phet, a Divine King; and ſo our Wor- 
* ſhip of him never wants its proper Ob- 
< je&, never moves from its proper Foun- 
* dation, but remains conftantly the ſame. 
« Our Worſhip of Chrift as a+ Mediator does 
“not hinder us from conſidering him as 
God at the ſame Time, any more than our 
© conſidering the Father as King, Judge, Pre- 
* ſerver, or Rewarder, hinders us from con- 
ce ſidering him · alſo as Divine.” I perfectly 
agree to theſe Sentiments. All the Worſhip 
that is paid to Chriſt may be called Divine, 
| becauſe the complex Object of it has a Di- 
vine Nature, yet I think it cannot always ſo 
properly be called ſupreme and ultimate ; be- 
cauſe ſome of the Addrefles which are made 
to him who is God, particularly refer to what 
he has done, and to what he does, as Man and 
Mediator, which is a Subordinate and not a 
Su- 
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Supreme Character. Nor can I ſee any In- 


convenience in calling this Worſhip Mediatori- 


al or Subordinate, eſpecially ſince the New 
Teſtament ſeems to give the moſt frequent 
Precepts and Patterns of that Worſhip which 
is due to Chriſt in his Mediatorial Character 
rather than in his pure Godhead. | 

- I think we may maintain the Deity of 


' Chriſt, and the Neceſſity of his Deity to render 


him adorable, without denying that Mediato- 
rial Worſhip which ſeems to be the moſt na- 
tural and obvious Meaning of ſeveral Scrip- 


tures. And even in the Eſteem of our Op- 


ponents, it adds Honour and Juſtice to an 
Argument againſt themſelves, when we al- 
low what may fairly be allowed, and don't 
train the Scripture from its -moſt obvious 
Meaning, in Order to difallow and deny 
every thing which our Opponents have ſome 
Colour to aſſert. | ; 

Object. There is no Wirſhip of. God the Su- 


preme Being, according to the Geſpel, but what 
muſt be offer d through Chriſt as a Mediator. 
No Man comes to the Father but by me, 
John xiv. 6, Now if Chriſt be worſhipped 
with Divine Worſhip as God Supreme, who 
can be the Mediator? So that when 1 worſhip 
him with Divine Worſhip as God, 7 miſt wor- 
ſbip him withou: a Mediator, which is not ac- 
cording to the Goſpel. r | 


This 
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This Objefion may be anſwered two Ways, 
(viz.) By conſidering Chriſt the Mediator 


in his Human Nature, or in his Divine. 

1. If we conſider Chriſt in his Human Na- 
ture, he is an All-ſufficient Mediator to 
bring Sinners into the Favour of God, be- 
cauſe he has done and ſuffered every 'Thing 
that is neceſſary to procure Peace ; and he 


is united to the Divine Nature, whence all 


his Mediatorial Actions and Capacities re- 


ceive their Efficacy. The Man Jeſus Chrift- 


is a Mediator between God and Man, as the 
Scripture expreſſes it, 1 Tim. ii. 5. and he 
may be addreſs'd with Religious Worſhip, 
becauſe he is united to God, or he is one 


with God : And yet he may be thus addreſs d 


without another Mediator, for nothing in 


the Goſpel forbids a Sinner to worſhip God- 


Man, or a Man united to God, without any 
Medium. 5 | | 
Or, 2. If we conſider Chriſt the Mediator 


in his Divine Nature, we may addreſs him 
with Divine and Mediatorial Worſhip with- 
out any other Medium; for in the Chara- 
cter of Mediator, and as he is united to Man, 
he is not that Supreme offended Majeſty of 
Heaven, which refuſes Acceſs to Sinners 


without a Mediator, Tis God in the Per- 
ſon of the Father ho ſuſtains the Supreme 
Dignity, and Maje 


Character of Supreme Governor ; and 'tis in 
$35.2 | 
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his. Perſon that the Deity is diſhonour'd by 
the Sins of Men; therefore he is not to be 
approached under the Goſpel by offending 
Sinners without a Mediator: And the 
word Father is put with great Propriety and 
Emphaſis into that Text, Joh xiv. 6. No 
Man comes to the Father but by me. But the 
ſame God in the Perſon of the Son or Mediator, 
dwelling in the Human Nature of his Son 
Jeſus, may be worſhipped without a Medi- 
ator ; for in this View the Godhead does 
as it were put off the Character of Supreme 
Governor, by aſſuming Human Nature, by 
condeſcending to accept the Work of Re- 
conciliation, and to ſuſtain the Office of a 
Mediator. | 8 Þ eo AM 
The foregoing Similitude will ſerve to il- 
luftrate this. The Son of Conſtantine is Em- 
ror as well as the Father, and is offended. 
as well as the Father, becauſe the Soldier 
Caius had broken the Laws of the Empire ; 
and therefore the Son will not admit. Caius 
the Offender to approach him, or come in- 
to his Preſence, when he is fitting on the 
Imperial Throne, aſſuming the Character of 
Emperor : But when he has put on the Gar- 
ments of a common Soldier, that he may 
become a Mediator, he gives Cains the Of- 
fender Leave to addreſs him as a Mediator, 
and thus reconciles him to the offended 
Emperor, to Conſtantine his Father. 5 | 
ma Lelt 
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Leſt there ſhould be any Exception taken 
againſt this Similitude, becauſe Conſtantine 
and his Sox are two diſtin Beings, where- 
as the Godhead of the Father, and the 
Godhead of the Son is the ſame, I might 
repreſent the Matter thus : Suppoſe there 
were but one ſingle Emperor of Rome, and 
call him Auguſtus Czſar, he may refuſe to 
admit an Offender into his Preſence, wich- 
out a Mediator, while he fits on the Impe- 
rial Throne, dreft in Robes Imperial ; and 
yet Auguſtus Cæſar himſelf may put on mean- 
er Raiment, may viſit the Offender in his 
own Dwelling, and permit him to converſe 
with himſelf, though he be Emperor, un- 
der the inferior Character of a Friend, 
that would willingly reconcile the 
to himſelf as Emperor Thus God in Chrift 
is reconciling the World to himſell. 
Chriſt may viſit us offending Sinners in our 
own Dwelling on Earth ; he may permit us 
to addreſs and worſhip him without any 
other. Mediator, though God in t or 
of the Father, and as Supreme Governor, would 
not ſuffer it. | 2 
There does not ſeem any Thing in all this, 
either unſcriptural, or contrary to common 
Reaſon ; nor has it any Thing in it fo dif- 
agreeable to Human Ideas and Cuſtoms, but 
it might lead us into a clear and intelligible 
Conception of theſe Divine Myſteries, 1 — : 
coul 
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could but ſuffer our ſelves to receive ſuch an 
Explication of Difficulties in Divine Mat- 
ters, as may be horrow'd from Human Af- 
fairs. And ſurely it is in ſuch Sort of Hu- 
man Language that God in his Word re- 
veals to us the Myſteries of Salvation; 
and our bleſſed Saviour in this Manner, by 
Parables drawn from earthly Things, repre- 
ſents to us Things heavenly. 


CONCLUSION. 


I ſhall conclude this Diſcourſe with a ſhort 
Recapitulation of it under the following Que- 
ies, and a Remark or two on the common 
Senſe of the Arians and the Trinitarians, 
about the Horſhip of Chriſt, 
Query I. Is it not the conftant Cuſtom, 
| both of Scriptural and Heathen Writers, 
togive the Name of GOD to every Thing 
that is made the Obje& of religions Wor- 
ſhip, whether it be ſuperior or inferior, whe- 
ther it be one or many? EW 
Query II. Is it not expreſsly forbidden in 
the firſt Command, to have any other God or 
Gods, beſides Jehovah the God of Iſrael, i. e. 
to receive or admit any other Object of Re- 
ligious Worſhip ? | 
Query III. Does not this Command ſeem 
to be of everlaſting Continuance, by the Re- 
petition and Eftabliſhment of it under ny 
: 0 ew 
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New Teſtament, as well as by the peculiar 
and repeated Solemnities of its Sanction un- 
der the Old ? | WT 
Query IV. Is not our bleſſed Saviour cal- 
led GOD ſeveral Times in the New Tefta- 
ment, and is he not alſo repreſented as a 
proper Object of Worſhip, both in Precept 
and Example ? | 

Query V. Does it not therefore appear a 
moſt natural Conſequence, that He is the 
True God? Or that Jeſus Chriſt has ſuch an 
Union and Communion with Jehovah the 
God of Hrael, as to be called by the ſame 
Names in their ſublime Senſe, and to re- 
ceive religious Worſhip accordingly? ? 
Query VI. Are there not ſome Expreſſions 
in the New Teſtament, where Chriſt ſeems to 
be exalted and advanced to receive religious 
Worſhip, as a Gift from God the Father, 
and ſometimes as a Reward of the Sufferings 
of his human Nature ? + iy 

Query VII. Does not his Human ture 
it ſelf, according to the Language of Scrip- 
ture, ſeem to be the more immediate Ob- 
ject of this Exaltation and Reward, and to 
be admitted ſo far into a Share of theſe 
Honours as it is capable of receiving them? 

Query VIII. May not this Difficulty be 
ſolved, by ſuppoſing the Man FJeſas, by his 
moſt intimate Union to odr Oneneſs with Je- 
hovah, or the God of Iſrael, ro become ou 
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Perſon with him, and thereby become a Part 
of the Object of religious Worſhip, from 
which all other Creatures are for ever ex- 
cluded, becauſe they have not this Privilege 
of Perſonal Union with the Divine Nature? 


De Remarks are theſe, _ 

The Doctrine of Religious Morſbip paid to 
the Man Jeſus, is acknowledged by the Ari- 
ans, and accounted for by the Appellant, by 
fuppoſing him to be exalted by the Appoint- 
ment of God the Father to this Honour, 
though in Truth he be only a Creature, or 
a Being inferior to the true God; and by 
ſuppoſing the firſt Commandment to be to 
far repeal'd under the New Teſtament, as to 
admit of another Obje of Worſhip, that is, 
another God beſide the Supreme God, the 
God of Hrael. But this ſeems to be cutting 
the Kut inſtead of untying it, and breaking 
through the great Doctrines of the Deity of 
Chrifh, and the Perpetuity of the firſt Command. 
On the other Hand, the Man Jeſus is 
excluded from all Share whatſoever in Reli- 
gious Honour or Worſhip by ſome few Tri- 
aitarianu Writers; and they determine thoſe 
Texts, wherein Chrift is repreſented as exalted 
by the Father to this Honour, to belong only 
to his Divine Nature confidered as clothed 
with Fleſh and Blood, and they explain them 
theſe two Ways, | 


1. By 


1 
Af; 
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1. By ſuppoſing the Divine Nature in the 
Perſon of Chrift to be Oeconomicaly, though 
not really inferior to the Divine Nature in 
the Perſon of the Father, for he ſuſtain'd the 
Character of (God's Servant, Angel, Meſſenger, 
&c. and that God the Father has given the 
Divine Nature of Chriſt an Oeconomical Exal- 
tation, or Right to Religious Worſhip, both 
as dwelling in Fleſh, ,and as now publickly 
veſted with Regal Authority, though it had 
2 this Right to Divine Worſhip be- 
ore. 
2. Since the Deity of the Meſſiah was not 
diſtinctly known to former Ages, they ſup- 
poſe that after the Sufferings and Death of 
Chriſt, the Father has more clearly publiſh'd 
his Deity to the World, and has declar'd 
him to be one God with himſelf, and the pro- 
per Object of Worſhip. Thus God the Fu- 
ther's Publication of the Deity of Chriſt, as ado- 
rable, and of its peculiar additional Claim to our 
MWorſbip, ſince the Sufferings of his Human Na- 
ture, 1s call'd, the Exaltation of him to this 
Monſbip on the Account of thoſe Sufferings ; 
as there are other Things alſo ſaid to be 
done in Scripture Language when they are 
only manifeſted. mY | 

Theſe are the juſteſt and faireſt Repreſen- 
tations which I know of the common Solution 
of this Difficulty.; and fo far as the Exaltation 
of Chriſt in thoſe Texts can relate t . Di- 


N 
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vine Nature, I concur with theſe Sentiments. 
And indeed I ſhould have acquieſced herein 
entirely, and ſought no farther, if I had 
not found ſome Expreſſions of Scripture 
which ſeem to carry with them in their plain 
literal Senſe, an Exaltation of the Man Jeſus 
to ſome peculiar Religious Honours : This in- 
clin'd me to attempt a Solution of this Dif- 
ficulty in a little different Manner. Nor 
am 1 alone herein, for there are ſeveral 

reat Divines in this ſame Sentiment (vix.) 

hat the Human Nature of Chriſt is a proper 
Part of the Perſon of the Mediator, and as 4 is 
Joined with the Divine Nature in the Religious 
. Worſhip and Honours which are paid to Chriſt 
as'God-Man ; ſo Dr. Owen, Turrettine, &c. as 
have cited them under Prop. viii. | 

But if it be found plainly inconſiſtent 
either with the Deity of Chriſt, or with the 
Firſt Commandment, I ſtill think it better to 
' relinquiſh this Attempt, and betake my ſelf 
to the common Explication of theſe difficult 
Texts, rather than renounce the Deity of Chriſt, 
or the Perpetuity of the firſt Command, which 
ſeem to be eſtabliſh'd upon ſo numerous and 
ſo evident Proofs of Scripture. 

Yet after all, if theſe two different Propo- 
ſitions are plainly revealed in Scripture (vix.) 
'That Religious Worſhip belongs to God alone ; 
and that the Man Jeſus as perſonally united to 
the Godhead, is exalted to ſome kind of Part- 

In | nerſtip 
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nerſhip in this Honour, I would chooſe to be- 
lieve them both, ſince I do not ſee any evi- 
dent Contradiction in, them, though per- 
haps I may not have | e beſt way 
of reconciling them. | 
It is a general and excellent Rule, that- 
where two Propoſitions are evidently true, we are 
not to rejeft either of them, becauſe we cannot at 
preſent find the Modus or Manner how they are 
reconciled : J would be ever mindful of the 
Weakneſs and Narrowneſs of our Under- 
ſtandings, and confeſs that there are ſome 
myſterious and ſublime Doctrines in the 
V/ord of God, for whoſe farther Explica- 
tion we muſt wait till the pouring down of the 
Bleſſed Spirit from on high, when the Know- 
ledge vf the Lord ſhall cover the Earth as the 
Vaters cover the Sea; when the Light of the 
Moon ſhall be as the Light, of the Sun, and the 
Light of the Sun as the Light, of ſeven Days. | 
In the mean Time, if we yield our As- 
ſent to what God has plainly reveal'd, and 
fulfill the Practical /Parts of Religion which 
God has plainly enjoin'd, we have no Rea- 
ſon to doubt of our Acceptance unto Eter- 
nal Life, and our ſafe Removal and Ad- 
vancement to the Upper Bleſſed World. 
There we ſhall ſee the Redeemer Face to Face, 
and have the Myſterious Glories of his Sacred 
Perſon reveal'd to us, that we may pay him 
ſuch Celeſtial Honours as are required of 4 
75 the 
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the Worſhippers in thoſe Holy and Happy 
Regions. And when we ſhall join together 
in that joyful Song, Worthy is the Lamb that 
was ſlain to receive Glory and Bleſſing, for he 
has waſh'd us from our Sins in his own Blood, 
and redeem'd us unto God, we ſhall then be 
fully apprized of the Nature of that Morſpip 


which we pay to our Redeemer ; and we 
hall no more difpute how far the Man Jeſus 


is admitted to a Participation /of theſe Ho- 
nours, who in Union with the Divine Nature, 
is over All God Bleſſed for ever. Amen. 


